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In 1980 the federal government mandated that 
assistance be given states to conduit systematic assessment of 
current praptices in Title XX funded day care programs and that a 
summary report of this assessment be provided to Congress, Assessment 
findings are given in this document. Overall, provider practices i 
exceeded -state licensing standards and compared favorably with or 
-£jcc££4ed the^proposed federal requirements, flany center* permitted 
parent participation in general program policy making, informed 
parents about their children, and allowed unlimited . observation. For 
all but children under 2 years of age. Title XX funded centers , 
maintained average group sizes smaller than federal maximum limits 
and state licensing standards^ a'ost centers provided orientation to 
caregivers. Nearly all provided snatks and -Punches,. and around 75 per 
cent provided breakfasts. Centers required immunizations and health 
assessments even in states without such requirements. All states had 
fire and sanitation codes, for centers and most states had codes for 
homes. Nearly all centers provided so^.al services information and 
assistance* continued assistance is suggested regarding training, 
health and social services information systems, parent involvement, 
and group size. (Author/DB) 
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' EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

In March 1980 the Department' of Health and fluman Services published "final 
day care regulations in the Federal Register . Most of the provisions bec £ 




The Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 1980 also mandated the Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS) to "assist each state in .conducting a systematic assessment 
of current practices in Title XX funded day care programs and^prbvide a summary 
report" of the assessment to Congress by June 1, 1981." 

- The Administration for Children, Youth and Families (ACYF) Vithin the Office of 
Human Development Services (HDS) was responsible for assisting the states in 
conducting individual assessment? and developing this summary report to the 
Congress. For purposes, of this report, Title XX day care programs are defined 
to include all day care centers and homes receiving any Title XX funds. 

The assessments, which were conducted by states, examined both state day care 
requirements and provider practices. Most states used a model assessment 
instrument and procedures developed and tested by ACYF, Only two states" with 
Title XX funded day care did not provide a report (Missouri and New Mexico) ,** * 

MAJOR FINDINGS 

Child day care represents 18% of all Title XX expenditures and is .one of the 
three highest fundecT^itle XX services in 42 states. The total number of 'day 
care centers serving/Title XX funded children has increased significantly from 
the number 'identified in 1977 — from approximately 8,000' to over 10,500. Nation- 
ally, while most of the children cared for. in Title XX funded centers are between 
the ages of three and six (64%), 19% are two years and younger and 16% are six 
years and older, \ * 

Overalj., this assessment found that provider practices for most non-staffing areas 
such as training, nutrition, and health exceed" state licensing standards and com- 
pare favorably with the proposed 1980 HHS requirements. Provider practices for 
staffing well exceed state standards and often exceed the proposed requirements. 

Parent Involvement 

While q^ly half of the states require thajt Title XX funded centers allow parents 
to participate in general program policy making, many centers in all states allow 
such participation. Nearly all centers regularly exchange information with 
parents about their children and allow unlimited observation even when such a 
state requirement is lacking. Nearly all homes also provide parents with oppor- 
tunities to observe their children. 



Pending Congressional action on the proposed Social Services Block Grant' the " 
L eP thS e «oor e Sf f eCti r datS ° f thS "*^ions -til JaLr" S 2. ' 

^icS LnSs ii?n a°o? r £i' r has enacted the sociai ^ 

which amends Title XX of the Social Security Act, ' Day Care services provided with 
block grant funds, must meet "applicable standards of state and local lawl." Given 
this requirement, the HHS day care regulations will be withdrawn through an 
annoucement published in the Federal Register wicnar.«m through an 



Alaska has no Title XX funded day care. 

1 

■ ^ 



Group Size 

Group size addressed the number of children that* can* comprise single groups.. A 
group is a "cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers.! 1 ' 



Despite the fact that twenty-four 
group size requirements for Title 
centers maintain averages smaller 



of the forty-seven states, reporting have no 
XX funded centers, nationally Title XX funded 
than group size ceilings set by the proposed 
HHS requirement and well below existing state' licensing standards fofall but 
die two year* old age category. * 



Staffing ^ % ' " s 

Staffing requirements address the minitpum numbers Of classroom caregivers that * 
^jhould be scheduled daily to work with children* 

Current day care provide?: practices for staffing in centers are much closer to 
the* generally more stringent HHS proposed requirements than to state licensing 
codSes across all age categories ^ Nationally, when current staffing practices 
are Considered in relation to the proposed HHS requirements for the t t wo years 
and older categories, the .number of surplus caregivers is three times greater * 
than the number of additional car givers needed. However, for the under two year 
old category, there are more than three times more caregivers needed than surplus 
caregivers present nationally. 

* • * * 

Training - 



f 



mc 



fthile only one-half of the states require Title XX funded centefcs to provide an 
orientation to caregivers, nearly^all centers, in fact, provide such .an orientation. 
As for -training, about three quarters of center caregivers and one-half of home 
caregivers received some training during the pa§t year although only half .of * 
the states rqflulre such training* ' # 

Nutrition / x 

Most states require both centers and homes to provide snacks and lunches, while 
less than half' of the states require breakfast to be provided. Nearly all Title 
XX funded centers and homes provide lunches and snacks, while 68% of centers 
an&,77% of homes provide breakfast. Moreover, about three-quarters of all 
Title XX funded centers and half of all Title XXfundpd homes participate in the 
USDA Child Care Food Programs. ' / - 

Health and Safety 

Most states require children in Title XX daycare to have immunizations ind . 
health assessments, although only half of the states require that the health 
assessment meet the American Acadeijy of Pediatrics (AAP) or the Early Periodic Screening, 
Biagnosis and Treatment (EPSDT) standards. Even in states withouc such requirements," 
many providers require immunizations and health as&essments. Seventy percent (70%) of 
reporting states assure HHS funded children receive needed health services* 

Physi cal En vironment . ^ 

— . * i - i i ii urn ■! / A. 

' r ' 

All states have fire and sanitation requirements for centers. Five states have 
( no fire standards for homes;, four states have no sanitation standards for homes* 
The physical environment standard most often not included in state codes is that 
for swimming safety. 

' * 2 
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Social Services * % * " 

— — ^— ♦ » * 

While only half of the states require Title XX funded centers to provide informa- 
* tion afnd assistance to parents on social services, most centers provide information 
and assistance- .Three quarters of reporting states assure that HHS funded chil- 
dren -receive needed social services , 



'conclusions and implications 

* , * - * # 

J , * 

In the past the Federal government And state governments have shared the respon- ' 
sibility of assuring the health, safety and normal age-appropriate development of* 
Federally funded children in day care. It now app'ears that states will be given 
thfe primary responsibility for this 'assffrance. The results of the assessment 
indicate that state expenditures for day care are among the highest of any social 
service 'category. Equally reflective of the importance given to day care by 
states are the resources committed to assuring that licensing standards and state 
v Title XX day care regulations are met. - * 

A high degree of consistency was observed between state Title XX agency require- 
ments and day cfere center and family day 'care. home provider practices in the areas 
of health and the provision of meals. - Centers, however, well exceeded state 
agency requirements with respect to the training of caregivers (particularly, 
grientation of newly Jiired caregivers), social services infotmation and parent 
involvement activities, 

9 * / - 

While group size is now unregulated by many* states, average group sizes, in -Title 
XX funded centers even exceeds the requirements of the 19-80 HHS requirements for ■ 
age categories t two years .and over. The value of small group sizes is obviously 
recognized by providers, 

* 

In the area of staff /child ratio practices, center average practices reflect even 
less children per caregiver than the HHS requirements for-the three t:o six year 
old category and less children per caregiver than the state licensing* standards 
in all. age categories,.^ 

The results of the study should be -helpful to states as they consider day care 
standards, ACYB will continue to offer technical* assistance to stajtes on an as-needed 
bariis* Based on th^s study the focuS of such an assistance effort would be in the . 
areas of , caregiver training, health and social services information systems, parent 
involvement, and group size, , 



MT I: OVERVIEW OF ASSESSMENT EFFORT 

The Cmnibus 'Reconciliation Act of 1980 (P.L, S&-499) delayed the- effective date of the 
Health and Human Services bay Care Regulatipns (HHSDCR) until July 1, 1981* and mandated 
the Department of Health and Human Services* (HHS) to "assist eaqh state in conducting a 
systematic assessment of current practices in Title XX funded day care programs and pro- 
vide a summary report of the assessments \to Congress by June 1, *19di.." 

r ' 4 

BACKGROUND: THE FEDERAL DAY CARE REGULATIONS AND THE REASON FOR THE ASSESSMENT . 
r \ 

The Federal Interagency Day Care Requirements (FIDCR) were written ifc 19&8 based upon. a 
1967 amendment to the Economic ^Opportunity Act. At that time ttfe requirements were not 
attached to funding legislation and were viewed as a model code^nd made part of the Code 
of Federal Regulations early i-n 1969. In 1975 compliance with a modified version of the 
FIDCR became a condition for .funding Title XX day care facilities. Iff .response to general 
concerns about potential cost>v Congress placed a mor^toriup upon one set of requirements 
of these regulations, the staff/chilcf ratio requirements for children under 6 years old 
in day care centers- Est* s£at&. was required tQ-meet all other FIDCR requirements and 
could not lowar sta£f/chil4 iitetio t requirements below tfcose in effect in the state at the 
time of the moratorium. At the same time, the Department of Health,^ Education and Welfare 
was directed to study the appropriateness of having Federal day xare .regulations for 
Federally funded day care facilities. 

In 1978 the Appropriateness of the Federal Interagency Day Care Requirements was published 
The study was written by Department staff assisted by many day care professionals, includ- 
ing providers and parents. Much of tnl information w&s based on the Department-sponsored 
National Day Eare St^dy, a fqiir-year study of center-based preschdol day care. The Appro- 
priateness Report concluded that while the 1975 version of the Fl flCR needed Revision, Fed- 
eral regulations were necessity to ensure the health, safety, andf^pfe-appropriate develop- 
ment of an especially vulnerable population of children-- x children eligible for Federally 
subsidized day care... 

f * 
A Notice of Propo^ra Rulemaking' was published in the Federal Register on June. 15, 1979. 
The NPRM included ^requirements for caregiver training, dutrition, health and safety., ~ 
physical environment, social services, parent involvement, program activities, group 
composition, and monitoring. Options were proposed for each area of the regulations, p 
andean extensive*, public comment process followed. "^This process included ten Regional 
hearings,' one * national hearing, and over 4,000 written comments. The comments were ^care- 
fully analyze^ to determine which options should be included \n the final regulatLgyis. 
"She NationalFire Protection Association's Life Safety Code and three other stt$4ig?; The 
Licensing ^tudy, (a study of all state d^y care licensing requirements) % the NationaL 
Day Care Center Study and the Family V#f*Sfeve Home Study also provided information for 
the consideration of the requirements. 

V 

As a result of this extensive input and expressions of concernand preferences, % 
the Department published the final Health and Human Services Day Care Regulations oh 
March 19, 1980. Most of the provisions became effective on October 1, 1980. The final 
regulations included all the areas that were in the NPRM and also allowe'd states to 
request up to a two-year e^ct:ension t>f the effective date of the group composition require- 
ments. Thirty-two' states made that request. States and providers were also able to' 
submit a plan of correction if found out of compliance. 

V 



Pending Congressional action on the proposed Social Services Block Grant, the 
Department delayed the effective date of f the regulations until January 2, 1982. 
6 A$ this report goes to print, Congress has enacted the Social Service's #Lock Grant 
which amends Title XX of the Social Security Act, Day Care services provided with 
block grant funds must meet "applicable standards of state and local laws." Given 
this requirement, the HHS day care regulations will be withdrawn through an 
annoucement published in the Federal Register. 
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The extensive Regulatory Analysis of the IMS Day Care Regulations estimated that 

the -eolations would likely result ' in costs^about f iv e percent higher, on average than 

the current base cost of Federally subsidized day care, and* that this increase ^ 

ia costs would be phased in over a three year aeriod.'' The regulations would *cost 

appreciably less, however, than the. 1968 FIDCR if they were strictly enforced, 

would result in a larger number of sudsidized centers being in compliance^ and 

would increase the number ot. nonsubsidized centers yfro could satisfy the regulations. 

The analysis also stated the "effects of the proposed 1 regulations on children 
would be beneficial as compared to currenj practice due primarily to: the positive 
effects of reduced group size* and caregiver training; the absence of adverse effects 
from relaxing child-staff ratios; the early prevention and detection of potentially 
expensive health problems; and the provision of needed health services." 

A provision in the October 1, i 98 o continuing resolution \LU (P.L. 96-369) 
prohibited the Department from expending funds to implement tjie regulations. During 
December 1980, in response to continuing concern about the potential cost of the 
regulations to States and providers, a provision was added to the Omnibus 
Reconciliation Act ot 1980 (P.L. 96-499) . This provision delayed the effective date of th 
regulations until July 1, 1981 and mandated the states 1 assessment of current practices 
of Titie» XX day care facilities;' This assessment was mandated as a result of the 
increasing awareness' in Congress that little is known at the state level about actual 
Title XX provider and /state practices. This lack of information was especially 
apparent as states attempted to support thei^: requests for an extension of the 
effective date of the group composition requirements. The^egulations/stated that 
these requests must contain information on the number of children receiving care in 
facilities which would be out of compliance with the rtew requirements and the actual 
group size and staff /child ratios ot thosfe out-of-cbmpliance facilities. The true 
impact of the' regulations would be impossible to assess without this information 
and*few states had' such information available. In general, information oh actual. 
practices t in training, nutrition, health and safety, rates of reimbursement, and 
taany other areas was also 4 missing. A-state by state assessment was ^Included in * 
the Omnibus Reconciliation Act as 1 the method for providing Congfess with this data. 



raPLEMElrfSBftK PLAN FOR THE ASSESSMENT 




The Administration for Children, Youth and Families carried out this CongressionaUy 
mandated study by adopting an approach which: / ^ 

lit 

1, Followed the Congressional language that the states should have the 
primary responsibility for conducting the assessments; 

* <- 

-2. Incorporated a Federal role which facilitated the states' condudfc of a 
systematic analysis'; and 

3. Defined Title XX^day care programs- to include all 4|y care centers and 
\ < homes receiving any Title XX funds. Wk 

Specifically, ACYF assisted the states in conducting assessments by making available 
to thep: • 

) 



t 




standardized ins«Mients which could be used to measure day care provider 
practices and statevgency practices and requirements; 

training 'of state personnel at HHS Regional Offices in the administration 
of these instruments; 

on-Uite technical assistance by Regional Office staff and consultants to 
state personnel in carrying out the assessments and in aggregating and 
analyzing^ resuLts; and ^ * 

funds ranging from $1500 to. $4700 to support travel: to Regional Office 
orientation sessions and to help defray the costs of conducting the yt> 
assessments. ^ 

Standardized Instruments 

*R Technical Assistance Package was developed to help states collect information and 
prepare a s tate report ,(See Appendix C) . States were free to choose to use other 
instruments, approaches, and reporting forms if they chose to participate in the 
study. ACYF did request, however, that states document whatever method was used to 
gather data to allow the comparability of states' information to be determned. 

The Technical Assistance Package includi^ 

. a form which could be used to report Title XX day care information on state 
agency practices, day care home and center provider practices; 9 

^ • suggested sampling procedures and sample sizes for conducting provider, 
telephone" surveys; <f 

• sample. advance letters to family day care home and center providers to 
notify them of the survey; . 

• t telephone survey questionnaires with interviewer instructions for home 

and center surveys; and 

< > 

• center group size and staff/child ratio compilation instructions with 
illustrated tables as well as table shells. 

Training of State Personnel in the Administration of the Instruments' 

* * 
Sessions were held during February in all HHS Regional Offices to orient state staffs— 
to the. assessment effort and tr^in them in the administration of the Technical / 
Assistance Package. Most states sent one or two staff to these day and a half 
sessions that were conducted by Central Office ACYF staff. 

* ■ 

On-Site Technical Assistance 

Regional Office day care staff provided on-site assistance to stattec during the 
conduct of the assessments and/or during the compilation of data and the preparation 
of the state reports. Consultants were also made available to several states that 
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requested additional assiatandLv On-going contact was maintained with every state t 
during the assessment, and AGyF Central Office staff were available at all times 
\tQ respond to questions and provide assistance to Refcitfnal Office and state staff. 

Grants to States ^ 

kCf? made available to states grants ranging from $1500 to $4700 to be used to 
help defray tfye costs involved in conducting the assessment including personnel, 
travel to the Regional Office training session, supplies, duplication of materials ,\ 
and telephone calls. Since the number of Title XX funded homes was difficult to 
determine in some states, the size of the grant was based primarily on the number 
of Title XX funded <fcay care centers in each st^te. 

SU^RJ REPORT \ 

States were requested, to submit their assessment,lsiformation to ACYF by April 15 (later 
changed to May 1). Data received by that date was^tnalyzed and included in this 
summary report. Any state information received after that date is noted and 
attached * as parf ofthe^total package to the Congress. 

This sujtifoary report is an analysis of the information provided by states on current 
statj Tifcle XX agency program requirements and practices and Title XX funded provider 
practices. With the exception of the staffing requirements, this report does not 
present ah* analysis of thfe costs of state compliance with the HHS regulations, 
primarily ^because of the difficulty involved iiK^dWaining reliable state-level cost 
information for such regulatory provisions as heaSLth screening and caregiver training. 

' PROVIDER SURVEYS 

' "* * 

Sampling "Design for "the Telephone Survey 

The requirements for a center to be eligible to participate in the survey of 
provider practices were that its licensed capacity be at least 13 children; it 
currently receives income from a Title XX Agency; and it provides day care s^nrvices 
less than 14 hours a day. This last requirement was included to eliminate' i *the 
atypical 24 hour center from biasing d state's profile. Eligibility requirements' 
for a home were that it be registered, certified, or licensee! to serve less than 13 
children and it also currently receives income from a Title xJc Agency. 

To satisfy the Congressional mandate, the results 6f the telephone Survey had to 
provide an assessment of Tjttle XX day care practices separately for each state. 
^ Min i mum center and home sample size numbers for telephone interviewing were j 
suggested ^o ea&i state. These numbers would allow information from the sample / 



* to be considered as state-vide results with reasonable confidence. The accuracy 
criterion selected for this assessment was a 95 percent confidence level for 
estimates, of population statistics at the state level to be no wider than *0.075 
for center and ±0.10 for home*. Thus A if a percentage finding of 0.50 for a 
particular crater characteristic was recorded, the sample size would have provided 
95 percent confidence that the true percent was between 0.425 and 0.575.* 

Recognizing thajt^fome centers or homes might refuse to be surveyed or may not 
be eligible for tfe survey, it was suggested that states should initially Identify 
a larger number of facilitates to jcall then the minimum numJ^r recommended. An 
^adjustment factor 'of 30Z for centers and 100% for homes was provided. Suggestions • 
were also provided for randomly selecting the number of facilities to call from the 
peculation of , Title XX facilities available in ordejr to assure that each facility 
had\he same opportunity to be selected for ttfe survey; 

Actual Stole siies recommended (See Appendix C) varied from state to state based 
upon the anticipated total numbers of Title XX facilities in that state. With 
the exceptioichql Wyoming, all state sample sizes met o^exceeded the minimum 
number recq&endfei for centers* Actual sample sizes used by states for .the survey 
of homes are not aySilable in this s report. However, it is believed that nearly all 
states who surveyed homes also met or exceeded those recommended minimums. State 
center samples ranged in size from six in North Dakota to 167 in California. The 
total U.S. sample size for Title XX funded centers* was 3,874 for the 39 states that 
conducted the survey (Maryland survey results were not available to be included in 
this total).* This represents 46, ,3Z of all the Title XX funded centers from, those 
states. ;v J** ■ * * 

Questionnaire^for the Telephone Survey * 

The questionnaires used for the telephone survey yir& designed to collect information 
l on the practices of providers in centers and hotites* , Initially developed questions 
were reviewed by central office, regional 'office and state agenfcy day care staff 
and ttien restructure^, reworded and rearranged to make all questions close-endear 
and to limit the length of the telephone survey fcfr centers to less than 30 minutes 
and for homes to less than 15 minutes. The final questionnaires are presented in 

Appendix C. The day 'care center questionnaire is composed of six parts: 

> f / 

Part A: A seq.uence*of four, eligibility questions to screen out those centers 
not- eligible to participate in the survey. . ) * 

Part B: a series of 32 questions primarily covering child and caregiver 

characteristics, daily group ingS of children and staffing patterns*^ 
sJThis is the core part of the questionnaire because it addresses 

* group size and staff /child ratio practices. *. 




PartsC, D f E, 4 F: Clusters of questions Yelating respectively to caregiver 

training practices, health .and safety practices, social 
service practices and parent involvement practices*. . ,^ 

The family day care home questionnaire cpntains,16 questions covering eligibility, 
health and safety practiced, parent involvement practices, nutrition practices 
and staff/child ratio practices. \ * ' ' 

Both interviews opened with a brief statement that introduced the interviewer 
and the* survey, identified the purpose of "the survey, asked the respondent* if, the 
advanced letter was received (the advanced lettex* contained a confidentiality 
statement and presented for the respondent's review and preparation the more 
complex group composition questions that would be asked) and ascertained the director 
willingness to participate, 

Hearting Results of Telephone Surveys 

A state reporting form was provided for use by states to record ^Information on 
statfc agency requirements and practices and the ^sults of the telephone surveys on 
pro\ider practices. Items on the reporting form were cross-referenced to specific 
questions on the telephone survey instruments as an aid tQ states in filling out 
the reporting form. A set of detailed instructions and tables were offered to states 
for aggregating center information relating to the more complex staff/child ratio 
and group size practices. Instructions for* aggregating all other information was fiot 
of f erecMbecause of their relatively straightforward computation requirements. 

^RESPOHS^ FROM STATES 

^tat4 response to this assessment effort was excellent. Only three states did not 
provide any reportt: Alaska, Missouri and New Mexico (Alaska, however, does not; 
have any Title XX funded day care). Eight states % (Arizona, Minnesota, Ne&xaska, 
Hew York, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, West Virginia and Wisconsin) provided reports 
but did not conc&fct a survey of provider practices. Inf ormation *on most provider 
practices from these states was derived from other state sources such as monitoring 
repor^4nd are therefore included on the tables in this summary report. However, 
stfcff/child ratio and group size provider practices were generally .not available 
for these states, or not available in a format which was comparable to, most of the 
states conducting the survey, and therefore are not included. One state (Maryland) 
submitted a report too late to be included in the analysis tables. Information on 
their practices, however, are contained in Appendix B. Figure 1 below depicts the , 
response profile for each stat^. % ^ 

• 

ORGANIZATION OP REPORT FINDINGS 

f * * 

Summary assessment findings are presented in the next section of this report. 
Findings are divided into four parts. The .first part (Part II) presents demographic 
characteristics associated with Title XX day care, i.e. ^number and type of Title XX 



* FIGURE 1: STATE RESPONSE PROFILE 



Submitted Report 
and Conducted Survey 

Alabama 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District of Columbia 
Florida 

Georgia / 

Hawaii \ 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana \ 

lov/a/' 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland* 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Mississippi 

Montana f— * 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Nevada 
New Jersey 
New Hampshire - 
N3rth Carolina 
North Dakota . 
Rhode 'Island / 
South Dakota. 
Tennessee 
Texas , 
•Utah \ 
Vermont 
Virginia " 
Washington 
Wyoming • 



Submitted Report 

but Did Sot Conduct Survey 

Arizona 
Minnesota 
''New York - 
Nebraska 

Pennsylvania ' . 

South Carolina 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 



Did Not , 
Submit Report 



Missouri 1 * 
New Mexico 



* Survey data was not available in time to be included in the analysis tables. 



**Alaska does not have Title XX Funded Day Care . 



10 



9 

■ERIC 



1» 



t 



funded providers child enrollment patterns, caregiver wages and rates of reimburse- 
ment. The next part (Part III) describes Title XX state agency practices and 
provider practices of non-staffing areas, i.e. program of activities, caregiver 
training, nutrition, health and safety, physical environment, social services and 
parent involvement. Part IV describes state requirements and provider practices 
related to gyoup composition, i.e. group size and staff/child ratio. The final 
part (Part V) presents conclusion* and study implications. Figures and tables 
depicting both U.S. summaries and state level information are included for illustra- 
tion purposes. Summary figures and' tables appear in' the body of the report, while 
state tables are found in Appendix A. 
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PART II: DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS' - 

NUMBER AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE CENTERS AND HOMES (Figures 2, 2a, 2b and 
3j State Table 1) • ' * 

t \ * . — 

Nationally, there are 10,773 (with five states not-reporting) day care centers serving 
Title XX children.* Twenty-seven percent (27yS) of these centers are eligible to ( 
receiye a waiver from the g^poup size and staff /child, ratio requirements. Waivered 
centers are centers whose enrollment includes not more than 20 percent or a maximum 
of ten (whichever is less) Title XX funded children* If a center receives a waiver, 
the group size and staff /child ratio requirements of the proposed>HHS day care 
regulation! do not apply; the center must comply instead, with state standards for these 
components. One-fourth of the Title XX centers are profit centers while three-four ths 
are either .private non-profit or public non-profit centers. This represents a comparable 
rate of profits to non-profits found in 1973. 

With the information from seven states not included, the reported national total of ' 
family day care homes serving Title XX Sunded children is 29,329. 

ENROLLMENT BY AGE OP CHILDREN IN TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES (State Table 2) 

* 

With information not available from ten states, (see State Table 2) the national total 
of enrolled children ^Title XX funded and non-Title XX fundecp in Title XX funded 
centerrs is 472,960 (significantly higher than 1979). This is the total number of 
children in centers whiih would be affected by the^HHS Day Care Regulations*. Those 
children in waiverable centers, however/ 1 , (27% of centers) would not be,affe?cted by 
the HHS group composition requirements; 

/ 

Nationally,- Title XX funded children account for approximately one half (47%) of all 
children enrolled in centers serving any Title XX children. In some states, such 
as Mississippi, the total enrollment in a center is. Title XX children.' In other 
states such as Kansas, Title XX children tend to. be dispersed among centers serving 
primarily children supported entirely by parent fees, non-Title XX subsidies, or a 
combination of other than Title XX funding. Stages in which children are dispersed 
among .centers can be identified by noting those' with a large number of waiverable ' 
centers (see Stattf Table 1) . . ^ 

Nationally, six percent (6%) of the childrerj* cared for in Title XX funded "tfe rs 
are under two ye^rsjjf age; thirteen percent (132) are two years old; sixtrj^ive 
percent <65%) are three to six years old; fourteen percent (14%) are sJLx to ten 
years old; and two percent (2%) are ten to fourteen years old. Five states 
provide no center care for infants and fourteen states report that they serve no 
children* ten to fourteen^ytars^old. 



* It is estimated that there are 569« centers in the five states not reporting on 
the numbers of centers. The combined total, 11,342, is substantially ^higher , 
than the 8,100 Federally funded centers reported in the 1977 Nationally * 
Care Center Survey. 
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The number of Title XX children served in family day care homes is 96 768 to* 
•seven states not reporting} SotVri.^^ -r„ *L • 96,768 (with 

XX children in'iJSS to care 2 S£ ? h £ 22 aS8essnent *■ the numb « o£ Title 
care paid for by Title H #25?J? 1979 that number represented 11.5% of all day 
home. 7 Ending). In-home day care is care provided in the child's 

f 

CAREGIVER WAGES (Figures 4 and 5; State Table 3) ' ' 

fLJd'caJISve 8 ? )ll% Vage3 f ° r ° f Care 8iver in centers are $4.78 for 

per year)- S Sui f P " year / ora 40 hour w "k) ; $3.97 for a caregiver '($8,258 
per year;, and 93.49 for ; a caregiver aide ($7,259 oer veaiO fr a Hf„«,7 ! , i 

inconsistent, with- the national picture.) 

ran,, U« SE.^oS S^^^^XS. 
S™r, a LV,'? ! , '""f ! M °'" :ana) 8h °" aiera8e *t>°ve «inl»um wage for cat.- 

DAIJ.T RATE OF REIMBURSEMENT AND TYPES OF REIMBURSEMENT (Stat. Table. 4 ani 5) 
crucial in de termini 1 , I™ scace co state.** The reimbursement rate is 

SSL*"" 4 °° the aCCUal c °" of PrUt"I«.1o "SSt 



Nineteen 
ages in * 



.children. • — or providing care to different age 

Reimbursement can be made based on the scheduled enrollment of the center or h«. e 
or on the number of children actuallv att«nH-tn» , Jja * uj: ° L cne center or home 

only using scheduled .nralTmJ!* I? "" ndin 8 each day. Seventeen states reimburse 
atSnHlnof enrollment, twenty-two states reimburse based on actual 

■ , • - 

TITLE XX EXPENDITURES' FOR DAY CARE (Figure 6) 

£^ 

the support of day care primarily tc, state funds, accounts for much oH his decrease. 



* The 0MB March 1981 poverty guideline for a farm family of four is $7 190 1 
** These variatipns preclude meaningful discussion of thi actuTrate! provided 
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Forty-two states continue to report day care as one of the three top funded 

2££v! a Twenty - tW0 " at6s P^n to expend more than 20Z of their total Title XX 

fTJiiE J* 7 CSre 8erViC ^ f ° r childreQ « 1116 Percentage of Tit^e XX funds emended 
on child day care ranges*, f roo 43. 2% in New York to OZ in Alaska* expended 

■ i ' 
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4PART III: STATE AGENCY AND. PROVIDER PRACTICES* 



Assessment findings for each krea are organized, according 'tp state agency 
practices and provider practices. Summary Tables 1 and 2 (found at the end of 
Part III) provide U.S. profiles for each of these areas. State statistical 
tables for each area are located in Appendix A and are referenced accordingly. 

PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES ^ y 

o 'State Agency Practices (State Table 6) 

Ninety-four percent (94%) of states currently require Title XX centers 
to have a program of activities, while seventy-nine percent (79%) have 
a similar requirement for homes. Seventy-nine percent (79%) pf states, 
also provide technical assistance to centers, while sixty-eight percent 
(68Z) provide assistance to tjomes. 

o Provider Practices 1 



survey questions regarding a program of activities were asked of 
providers. - It was assumed that all providers would respond that they 
have a planned program of activities* 

o Discussion ^ 

The assessment shows that a program of activities is curr^titly required 
of most Title XX providerS| 

TRAINING 

o State Agency Practices* (State Table 7) 

,_Fifty-one percent (51X) of states reporting currently require Title XX 
r funded centers to provide an orientation for caregivers. Fifty-seven 
percent (57%) of states have a training requirement for caregivers, and 
seventy-two percent £722) of .states have a training plan. 

o Provider Practices (State Table 15) 

While only pne-half of the states reporting require centers to provide 
an initial orientation for caregivers t nearly all of the centers surveyed 
provide an orieptation. The average letigt^of time given to that orietta 
, tion is 12.8 hPurs. 

The percentage of J credentialed center caregivers in stktes ranges from 
8Z in Oklahoma to 62% in Hawaii. The U.S. median percentage of 
« # credentialed center caregivers is 35£. The state percentage of sion- 

credentialed center caregivers receiving training during the past year 
ranges. from*14Z in Wyoming to 100% in six states, with the U.S. median 
percentage being 73%. 



* Staff/child ratio and group si2e practices pre discussed in Part IV 
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The percentage of credentialed home caregivers in states ranges from OZ 
in ^ states to 33Z in North' Dakota and Texas with the u!s Median being 
»*. The percentage of^-home caregivers receiving training during the oast 

&&Z£rfi£ L ' oui3W *"< raa 1 1002 * »«« 



o Discussion 



The variation in state practices related to irain/ng of caregivers reflect 
both a state difference in the .perception 'of t^ortanc^oTprov^ing 

tc ; S£ 8 tJSa2J? 8 and the lifflit of avaiiable 8tate resources coomitted 

The generally low percentage of center and home caregivers identified 
£^ S 5 5» P 3 " 1 ^ related to the use of • the term "Nationally 
Zl^ltt Cr \ dentlal ' Few caregivers^ degrees or the training 7 
that^meets such a narrow definition" of credentialed. 

Also related to the low percentage of caregivers with credentials ' 

are the, average hourly wages shown in State Table 3. 'A^regiver with a- ' 

^^^^X^ i^XltlZ ^cTve £ ° Urth8 < 

S SS? : / 2 no J? easura was ^ed to determine the type, or extent 

dffSe^ainlne 6 II I ' u f P !° P ° 8 ? d 1980 1018 **«l«ions al 3 ? m ake no attempt to 
jiefine training, thereby leaving it up to states to design a program 
appropriate to their needs and resources. Program 



NUTRITION 



State Agency Practices (Figures 7* and'8* Statg Tabl 



■e 8) 

♦ / tate ^ uirettents ^r the provision of meals are identical 

MriTS^S J°J Porty-five percent (45Z) of states require both 

Itllt ? JS? ed centers ^ h °««s to provide breakfast; ninety-two 
-percent (92%) of states require both centers and homes to provide snacks- 

*£*SfE2r percent (892) bf states require both c -""Sd ho^o 

Eighty-one percent (8IZ) of states provide .consultative services on * 
nutrition to centers, while 682 provide such assistance to homes. 

SS^J^J? £h6< 0111,1 ^ F °° d Prograa (CCFP > can 8u PP°rt the ^ 
SI^-SiSTSJ?! ^ iPP" 3 ^" 1 )' 72 *« of Title XX funded centers 
^E?E%S?J f^"* ^ Percentage of paf ticipating centers has been 
mZHuV £? C V hat Rrofit centers are not eligible to receive funds. 
?ince this restriction is being eliminated, the percentage of participating 
centers should increase. Approximately one-fourth of Title XX funded 
centers are profit centers. « ) 
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r 0 ^ . REPORT ON TITLE XX DAYCARE 
PARTICIPATION IN USDA DAYCARE FOOD PROGRAk 

FOR HOMES/ 



s 

* * 

All homes may particpate in CCFP if they are sponsored by a non-profit 
umbrella organizations The U.S.' average percent CCFP participation of. 
Title XX h£mes in states is 52.5%* Obviously, some states have been 
• effective in linking CCFP with Title XX homes. Sevea states report all 
homes participating* 

o Provider Practices (State Table 16) 

Both centers and homes are providing more than the state required meals* 
Nearly all centers and homes provide snacks and lunches* A median of sixty- 
eight percent (68%) of centers provide breakfast;, a median of seventy-seven 
percent (77%) of homes provide breakfast. \^ 

HEALTH AND SAFETY 

o State Agency Practices (State Table 9) * 

Ninety-six percent* (96%) of states reporting require immunizations for 
children in centos; seventy-niffe percent (79%) ^require immunizations for 
children in homes. Eighty-five percent (85%) of states require health 
assessments for children in centers, while only half of ".hose states require 
that the assessments meet the Early Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and Treat- 
ment (EPSDT) standards* Seventy percent (70%) of states require that children 
in homes have a health assessment; only thirty percent (30%) require that the, 
assessment meet the EPSDT standards. 

Over half of the states reporting (55%) provide health services information 
% to centers; forty percent (40£) provide 'such information to homgs. Sev.enty 
percent (70%) of states assure center children receive services; sixty-eight 
(68%) of states assure children in homes receive services, 

o Provider practices (State Table 17) 

Nationally, nearly all providers (U.S. median of 95% for centers and 93% 
for homes) require immunizations for children in care. Even in a state 
with no immunization requirement such as Idaho, 57% of centers and 33% of 
homes require children to liave immunizations. 

Most providers (U.S. median of 89% for centers and 92% for homes) also 
require a health assessment for children in care. In those states which 
have no requirement for a health assessment, some providers have established 
such a requirement. In Arkansas, for example, which has no assessment 
requirement , 61% of centers and 57% of homes reported requiring an assessment. 

Nearly every center maintains a health record on children in care and 
most (a U.S. median of 88%) assist parents in obtaining needed services. 
The percentage of centers receiving health care information and 
assistance from the state agency varies between 0% arid 100X, with a 
U.S. mediae of 63%. ' 
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9 Discussion _ 

. There is little argument that immunization and a health assessment should 
be required in day -care centers and»hom'es. .Most states ana. many providers* 
perceive immunizations and health assessments as vital services and 
protection for children in care. Many providers require immunizations and 
health assessments even when the -state has no requirement. Most centers 
• also assist parents in obtaining needed health services for their children " 
• wd maintain health records on children ih. care. While Jtate agencies 

vary greatly in providing health care information and assistance- to centers, 
-about 701 of state agencies assure that children receive "needed health care. 

Only twenty spates reported requiring an assessment, that "meets the standards 
of the,EPSDT assessment for children in center care; only fourteen states 
have such a requirement for children in homes*. , The difference between a 

, health assessment as more generally required and an assessment meeting the 
standards of EPSDT generates an increased cost- of health care. The increased 

( cost of the assessment can vary from location to location and health practi- 
tioner to health practitioner-- . , 



PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

* I 

o State Agency Practices (State Tabled 




All states reported having fire tod^Pftatipn standards for centers/^ ' 
eighty-nine percent (89%) have fire Standards for homes .and 'ninety-two* vT 
percent (92%) have sanitation standards for homes. Eighty-seven percept . 
(87%) of states have standards for .transportation of center. children; 
fifty^seven percent (572) «f states have standards for the transportation 
of children cared for in family homes." Over half of the states have 
swimming safety standards for centers; less than half have sucifcstandards 
m for homes. Ninety-four percent (94%) of states have equipment^&afety 
standards for centers; eighty-three- percent (83%) have such standards for 
homes. \ 

o Provider Practic^ • — 

■ Not assessed. 

o Discussion. " . 

*.*-, -•> • .-••*• 

While all states have, fire and sanitation standards fof centers, five states 
have no fire standards for homes and four states have* no sanitation standards 
for homes. The standard most often missing is .that for swimming safety. 



SOCIAL SERVICES 



State Agency Practices (State Table* iti. 
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Over half (55%) of the states reporting require Title* XX funded centers to 
provide information about social services to parents. Forty percent (40%) 



require homes to provide such information. Over half of the states provide 
information tp centers ^and homes about social services. Seventy-five, 
percent (75%) of states assure that HHS funded children receive needed 
^ocial services, 

■ o Provider Pra o fc Ufcq ^State Table 18) * 

Nearly all centers ka U.S. median of 94%) provide parents with information 
and referral to needed social 'services. Most centers (85%) also provide 
assistance to parents in obtaining these services, and 79% follow up to see 
. , that such services are obtained, A median of 63% of centers received 

information and assistance from the state ageriay related to social services 
. * for' children in care. . S 

o m discussion - >' P f 

While twenty-one states Reported having no requirement that centers provide 
information and assistance to parents related to social services, nearly all 
centers report that they .provide such information and assistance. In Wyoming, 
^ * for example^ although centers are not required to pro vide^ social service 

information to parents, ninety-three percent (93%) of centers reported doing 
-so and sixty-seven (67%) of centers reported assisting parents obtain such 
* services,. Also, many' spates (75JJ) appear to have established some type of 
system to "assure that HHS funded children receive needed services. 

PARENT INVOLVEMENT X ^ * , 

o State Agency Practices (State Table 12) 

About half of the states (47%) reporting require centers to provide parents 
v with opportunities to participate in general program policy making. Oyer 
hal^ of the states (57%) require centers to allow parents unlimited access to 
observe their children. Seventy percent (70%) of states ^provide information 
anjl technical assistance. to centers on working with parents. Sixty percent 
t60%) provide such information to homes. 
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0 Provider Practices (StateT^ble* 19) 

While only half of the states\require that Title XX funded centers allow 
parents to participate in geners^l program policy making, many centers in 
all states allow such partioiflatibn (a U.S. median of 73%). Nearly all 
centers regularly exchange afHsrmatiftiv w±£h parents about their chidlren 
and allow tqplimited $cces"s to parentlseven when such a state requirement 
is lacking. Nearly all homes-also provide parents with opportunities to 
observe their children. . , 

a Discuss ion 
v. 

Provider practices indicate that parents generally have access to observe 
their children's d$y'53fre programs, and parents with children in centers 
can often participate in general program policy making. The actual extey 
of parent impact on the day care program, however, cannot be^ determined 
through this assessment. 

♦ .A 
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Summary table 1 1 state requirements and, state agency practices relative to wis day care 
regulatory provisions (percent of states reporting) 



REGULATORY PROVISION 



PERCENT OF STATES 
FOR CENTERS FOR HOMES 



PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES 

. REQUIREMENT 

. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 



94 
81 



79 
68 



CAREGIVER TRAINING 

. ORIENTATION REQUIREMENT 

* TRAINING REQUIREMENT 

• TRAINING PLAN 



51 

57* 

72* 



57* 
72* 



HEALTH SERVICES 

• HEALTH ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENT 

• IMMUNIZATION REQUIREMENT 
\ AAP/EPSDT STANDARD 

• INFORMATION TO PROVIDER 

• ASSURE CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE 



MEAL REQUIREMENT 

• BREAKFAST 

• SNACKS 
. LUKGIt 

. CONSULTATION 



-4 



85 
96 
43 
55 
70 



45. 
92 
89 
81 



70 
79 
30 
40 
68 



45 
92 
89 
68 



PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 
\ FIRE 

• SANITATION 

• TRANSPORTATION 
. SHIMMING 

. EQUIPMENT , , 

SOCIAL SERVICES* 
. PARENT INFORMATION REQUIREMENT 

FRO V IDS, INFORMATION TO PROVIDER • 
. ASSURE CHILDREN RECEIVE SERVICE 

* - » 

PARENT INVOLVEMENT OPPORtUNITIES 
. PARTICIPATION IN POLICYMAKING 

UNLIMITED ACCESS 
. INFORMATION AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 



+g *ATA COMBINED FOR HOMES AND CENTERS 



43 . 



100 
100 
87 
94 
55 



' 55 
55 
75 



47 
57 
70 



89 
92 
57 
83 
40 



40 
57 
75 



60 



*W«ARY TABLE 1 1 TITLE XX FUNDED CRKTER AND HOME PRACTICED HELATXVE TO IMS GAY CAR* 
REGULATORY PROVISIONS (DISTRIBUTION OP STATES REPORTING) * 

. . DISTRIBUTION OF STATES** 



/ 



PROVISIONS *** 



US 

HEDIAH 
X 



CAREGIVER TRAINING 

• PROVIDE ORIENTATION I 
. CAREGIVERS RECEIVING TRti 

• CREDEX?IALED CAREGIVERS , 

HEALTH SERVICES ? 

• REQUIRE jiEALTH ASSMT 

• REQUIRE IMMUNIZATION 

• KOXITOR HEALTH RECORDS ' 
. ASSIST.PAttENTS A 

. RECO INFO FROM STATES 

MEAL REQUIREMENT 

• BREAKFAST 
. SNACKS ' 

• LUNCH * 

SOCIAL SERVICES 

• PARENT' HR 0 

. PARENT ASSISTANCE h 
. FOLLOW-UP SERVICE 

• R£CD« ISFQ FROM. STATE * 

PARENT t$VMT OPPORT$#ITIES 

esLifti jpi 'ACCESS 
. RHCULARtt EXC OF IflFD • 

. prog^;poI.icy>£ainc 
■ # obs&ve child 




FOR CENTERS 



US 

MEDIAN 
% 



100 
35 



89 
99 
99 
88 
63 



68 
97 
94 



94 
85 
79 
63 



95 
100 
73 



0-15Z 16-30Z 31-4SZ 46^60Z 61-75Z 76-90% 91-1002 



1 
3 



1 
13 



3 



5' 
18 



1 



1 
3 
12 



14 
3 



1 
8 
9 
8 



* 2 
10 



1 
1 
3 
16 
7 



8 
17 
15 

4 



40 
11 



38 
42 
41 
18 
8 



7 

39 
36 



29 
10 

9 

' 9 



35 
40 
8 



FOR HOMES 



0-15X 16-30Z 31-45Z 46-6QZ 61-75Z 76-90Z 91-1001 



51 
8 



92 
93 



77 
96 
94 



95 



4 

28 



8 

6- 



4 - 

4 



2 
4 



13 

5 
9 



25 
29 



8 
35 
30 



35 



*. CROt^DMPOSJtlON PWyiSIONST ARE PRESENTED ON SUMMARY .TABLES 3-11 



44 ** ^ JO^L ^NUMBERS Of §TAfES REPORTING PROVIDER PRACTICES JO SPECIFIC PROVISIONS VAWES &ASED UPON STATE AVAILABILITY Of SUCH INFORMATION 
*** tMm^m ACTIVITIES AMD PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT PROVIDER PRACTICES WERE NOT ASSESSED 
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The intent of group composition requirements is to insure sufficient numbers 
of caregivers are providing^afe and protective care and supervision to children • 
.and that children are cared for in grouping arrangements which promote their age- 
appropriate development. Since the composition of a group comprises both numbers 
of children as well as numbers of caregivers, group size and staffing requirements 
are inextricably linked An a classroom. ' This important linkage was carefully 
considered when these two provisions were developed for day care centers. Group* 
) composition in family day care homes has different characteristics and dimensions, 
and therefore their regulatory provision as well as their assessment results are 
treated separately. 

Group size addresses the maximum number of children that can comprise single groups. 
A group is a cluster of children assigned to one or more caregivers." More tfffcn 
one group of cMldren may occupy a single ropm -provided that each group meets the 
group size requirement and has its. own clearly defined physical space with at least 
•one principally responsible caregiver. Specific group size prescribed ceilings for 
day care centers in the proposed 1980 HHS regulations, are based upon the recommendations of 
the National Day Care Study which demystrated a strong link between this component 
and quality of care for children. These maximums vary -by child age, apply only to 
certain activity periods of the day (when groups do not, usually merge) and differ 
depending upon whether a center is reimbursed on a scheduled enrollment basis (paid 
for child absenteeism) or on an attendance basis (paid only 'for children in attend- 
ance) . There is also a mixed-age rule associated with this provision to allow 
centers administrative flexibility and to group children based upon their develop- 
mental rather than their chronological ages, should this be considered desirable. 
These issues were reflected in both the center" assessment survey and in tfie compila- 
tion tables which were provided to states fori aggregating and reporting group size 
practices. . . 

Staffing requirements in the proposed 198Q HHS regulations address the minimum numbers 
of classroom caregivers (certain volunteers and non-classroom staff are included) that 
should be scheduled daily to work with children. These minimums are based upon the * 
number of children in each age category which attend the center for specific time . 
periods. and the staff /child ratios which differ for each of these regulatory age 
categories. Like group size, different staff /child ratios are also prescribed for 
scheduled enrollment and attendance based optioas. For groups comprising children 
under two years old, the staff child' ratio is 1;3 for each group. However, staffing 
ratios may be calculated on a center^, level basis for all ages of children two years and 
older. As such, a center may compose groups of any ratio of caregivers and children two 
. years and older, provided that the staffing reqairements for the center are met. 
This provision allows .for greater flexibility in assigning caregivers" based on the 
developmental needs of children, makes monitoring substantially easier and reduces 
the overal^- cost impact of this requirement* This flexibility was reflected in 
both the center assessment survey and in the compilation tables which were- provided 
to states for aggregating and reporting staffing practices. 

The next sections present the summary findings of state provider practices separately 
for poup size and staffing (staff/child Datio), in day care centers. Each of these 
sections deal with a comparison of BBS and State Licensing Day Care Requirements any 
actual current practices in Title XX funded centerst The final section presents' a 
discussion of family day care homes. 

, , - • • • 



T 



GROUP SIZE PRACTICES 

/* 

t 

The HHS Day Care Regulations group size requirements are: 

Enrollment Attendance 

Birth to 2 years ' 6 .6 

2 years 12 12 

3 to 6 years 18 16 
6 to 10 years ' 16 * 14 

HHS vs State Licensing Group Size Requirements 

* _-f 

Group size is regulated by state licensing codes in only 18. states. A slightly 
larger number of states (23) have group size provisions for their Title XX funded 
centers. This is a relatively %mall number of states j^onsidering the important 
relationship of group size to the quality of care that. has recently been 
demonstrated* for this component in a national sf^idy. However, it was not too 
surprising, since. for many years the regulatory emphasis at both the Federal and 
state levels ha£ been on staff/chilli ratio and not group size. Considering both 
the important contribution of group size , toward quality and its relatively low 
cost implications, It is anticipated thai more and more states will be incorporating 
a group size provision into their licensing codes in the near future. 

For the 18 states having a group adze licensing requirement, the average maximum 
ceilings ape somewhat higher than the HHS requirements across all regulatory age 
categories. (Although, as seen in State Table 13, these average figures tend to 
be comparable to the HHS requirements for those 23 states that impose a special 
group s^p tequirement on Title XX funded centers). As seen in Summary Table 3 
kelov, the average state licensing ceilings for the under two's^two, three, four, 
five and six + year olds, compared with the HHS ceilings are: 1010 vs 6; 16,8 vs 12; 
19*6, vs 19-9, 21.5 vs 18 and 25.0 vs 0 l6, respectively. In^fact, only two state codes 
are equivalent or better than the HHS requirement^ for the* under two year old age x 
category (Alabama and Illinois); "five states for the two year olds (Alabama, Illinois,, 
Kansas, Massachusetts and Hew Hampshire); two states for the four year olds (Alabama 
and New York)'; two states for the five year olds (Alabama and Hew York); and one state 
for the six 4* year olds (Alabama) . Only Alabama has HHS equivalent or lower group 
size licensing ceilkngs across [all age^categories* On the other hand, the groufp 
size- ceilings were yx& highest Across rfost^age categories for Sorth Carolina, 
Ohio and Texas. These latter states, as veil as others that prescribe higher 
ceilings than the HHS requirement (see State Table 13), might benefit from lowering . 
them in light of thtf earlier discussion depicting the cost-effectiveness of this 
regulatory comppnerit. • * 

Group Size Provider" Practices in Title XX Funded Centers ^ 

Except for the under two age category, Title XX funded centers* actually maintain j 
averages below, the' group size ceilings set by the HH3* requirements and wpll-below 



: * 

* Except when noted ^ fadings are presented for non-waiVerable centers 
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SUMMARY TABLE 3: STATES GROUP SIZE LICENSING REQUIREMENTS FOR 

" . CENTERS BY AGE OP CHILD (PERCENT OF 'STATES REPORTING) 













AGE OF CHILD 






MAXIMUM GROUP 
SIZE REQUIREMENT 




UN&ER TWO 


TWO YEARS 


THREE YEARS 


FOUR YEARS 


FIVE YEARS 


SIX YEARS 
AND OLDER 


6 or 


Lower 




• ii 


5 


0 


0 * 


0 


0 ' 


7 tO r 


9 




34 ' 


* 16 


0 


0 


0 


0 


10 to 


12 




17 


\ 5 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.13 to 


15 




11 




17 


5 


5 


0 


.16 to 


18 




5 




5 


5 


11 


6 


19 to 


21 

* 


» 


11 - 


. 26 ■ 


56 


56 


.28 


18 


22 to 


2A 




0 


0 \ 


0 ' 


11 • 


0 


0 


25 to 


11 




.5 


■ 11 


\ ■ * U 


" 11 


28 


30 ' 


28 or 


Higher 




5 


5 


f 

\ 

\ U 


11 


.28 


47 


ALL' STATES (%) 


I 


18* (100%) 


18 (100%) 


18 ¥100%) 


18 (100%) 


* 

18 (100%)^ 


17 (100%) 



MEDIAN STATE CEILING % 10.0 16.8 \19.6 19.9 ,21.5 25.0 

HHS CEILINC * 6 12 Wl6) 18(16) 18(16) 16(14) 



* - ONLY 18 STATES REPORTING; HAVE GROUP SIZE, LICENSING REQUIREMENTS - * . 

** - NUMBER IN PARENTHESIS REFLECT ATTENDANCE REQUIREMENTS 



48 • REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 13 
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state- licensing standards. * As seen In Summary Tables 4 and 5, these U.S. averages 
in scheduled *nrol1«*d& centers are 8.0 f 9.6 and 12.2 and in attendance based- 
centers are 6.8, 8.0 and 12'.6 for the under two, two and three-to-six year old 
age categories, respectively. Only the under two year olds (8.0 and 6.8) exceed, 
on^the average, the HHS ceiling requirement of 6.0. However, this is still 
appreciably lower than the average state licensing requirement of 10.0. Average 
center practices for the under two year old age category in most states are above 
the HHS ceiling, regardless^ of whether the center is reimbursed on a scheduled \ 
enrollment basis cr on an attendance basis. The opposite is true for the two year 
and three-to-six year old age categories.-- 

Interestingly, at'tendance-based waiverable centers (those with less than 20% HHS 
funded children) maintain Ijower average group sizes than the non-waiverable centers - 
(see State Tables 20 and 21), while for the scheduled enrollment centers both waiver- 
able and non^aiverable centers perform, identically. 

When these findings are considered along with the findings of the 1977 National Day 
Care Center Survey, it seems more evident that most centers in the U.*S. (Title XX 
funded and noa-Title XX funded) would have little difficulty meeting a group size 
requirement comparable to the proposed HHS ceiling for the, two-year-oljd and three-to-six 
t year old children. Changing the group size ceiling for the under two year olds 
from 6.0/to 8.0 would also put this category in a more favorable position. 

* p ' 

* State Group Size Practices ,and Compliance Issues 

Only approximately onenfifthf (2l.«) of all' U.S/ groups in Title XX. funded centers 
would not meet the HHS group size requirements (see Summary Table 6). Delaware, Maine, 
Michigan and Nevada had more than 301 of their groups falling below the HHS require- 
( ments, with'Delaware (58Z) f Maine ^89Z) and Nevada (56%), falling appreciably below. 
Connecticut (0%), Mississippi (5%), North Dakota (7%) and Oregon (8%) had the 
smallest percent of groups -not meeting the HHS group size requirements. 

STAFFING (STAFF/ CHILD RATIO) PRACTICES ■ 

The proposed HHS Day Care Regulations staff /child tatio requirements are: 



Enrollment "Attendance 

'Birth to 2 years- 1*3 U3 

2 years. - 1^4 . 1:4 

3 to 6 years 1 1*9 . 1:8 
6 to 10 years 1:16 . 1:14 



HHS vs State Licensing StarrVChild Ratio Requirements 

Staff /Child ratio is regulated .by, most state licensing codes, tfith the exceptions 
of mssissippi and Connecticut, each state has licensing^ tandards fhat limit the 

34 . * » 

ERIC - v 50 . 

mm mmmamamam — — n 



SUMMARY TABLE 4: ACTUAL AVERAGE GROUP SIZE PRACTICES IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT 

TITL*. XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OP STATES REPORTING) 



AGE OF CHILD 



ACTUAL AVERAGE 
GROUP SIZE 



UNDER 
TWO YEARS 



TWO YEARS 



6 


or 


Lover 


12 . 




• 0 


7 


•to 


9 


82 




42 


10 


to 


12 


6 




52 


13 


to 


15 ' 






5 


16 


to 


18 




• 




19 


to 


21 




* 




22 


to 


24 








25 


to 


27 








28 


o?V Higher _ 









THREE TO 
SIX YEARS* 

0 

0 
58 
37 

5 



ALL STATES (%) 
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 
HHS CEILING 



17 (1002) 
8.0 
8 



19 (100%) 
—n 9.6 
12 



19 (1Q0Z). 
12.2 
18 



* - GROUP SIZE FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL 
SAMPLE SIZES \ 



REFERENCE t STATE TABLE 20 
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SUMMARY TABLE 5: ACTUAL AVE RACE GROUP SIZE PRACTICES 1^ ATTENDANCE BASED TITLE XX 
FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS' (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING) 



AGE OP. .CHILD 



ACTUAL AVERAGE 


* UNDER 




p. r 


THREE TO * 


GROUP SIZE 


. TWO YEARS 




TITO YEARS 


SIX YEARS* 


6 or 


Lower 






22 


0 V ^ 


7 to 


9 


64 


- 


44 


11 


10 to 


12 


12 




28 


37 


13 to 


15 






i 

c 

, o 


Hi 


16 to 


18 


* 






5 


19 to 


21 










22 to 


24 


\ 








25 to 


27 








( 


28 to 










w 


Higher 




* 




ALL STATES (%) 


18 (100%) 




t 19-kl00Z) 


20 (100Z) 

• 


MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 


6.8 




8.0 


* 

12.6 


BBS CEILING 


6 




.12 


/ 

16 



* - CROUP SIZE FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL 
SAMPLE SIZES 
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SUMMARY TABLE 6: STATE GROUP SIZE COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS {PERCENT OF GROUPS 

IN. ilON-WAI VERABLB TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS' BELOW HHS REQUIREMENTS) 



♦PERCENT OF GROUPS 
" NOT MEETING HHS 
GROUP SIZE 
REQUIREMENTS 



11 - ISJ^' 
' 16 -r 20% 
' 2^ft - 25Z 
26 - 30Z .;. 
''—More than 30Z 



NUMBER OF 
STATES ■<* , 

4, , 

9 

5 

8 

' 6 » 
4 



NAMES OF STATES 



Ct.; Miss.; N.D.; Or, 



Ark»; Hawaii 



; Kan.; 



Mass.; N..C.;,R.I.; S.D.;rfenn.; Vt, 



Colo.; D.C,;. Ga,; Iowa; Ohio 
Fla.; Ky,*; .Mont.; N.H.'j N.J.;.Tex.; Utah; Va. 
Ala.; 11^.; Ina\; La.; Okla.; WasH. ' 
Del.; Maine j Mich.; Jfev. , 




TOTAL STAjES „- 



U.S. MEDIAN. ACROSS STATES(Z) 



;36 

21. 6Z. 





« * * 
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ratio of children to adults in day care center classrooms. Connecticut, however, 
does require that at least two staff be present in each classroom. Louisiana, while 
identifying ratios does not, mandate that npn-Title XX funded centers be licensed. 
Nearly all States (except Montana) require a larger number of children to* be super- 
vised by a single caregiver as the ages o£ the children increase. 

As seen in Summary Table 7, large differentials in ratio requirements exist between 
the HHS requirement and the U.S. average staff /child ratio state, licensing require- 
ment for <fcll^regulatory age categories. (Although as seen in State Table 14, these 
differences tet*d to be smaller and in some cases non-existent, when states impose a 
different requirement for their Title XX funded centers— 17 states currently impose * 
different requirements,) The average minimum state licensing staff /child ratio 
for the under two f s, two,' three, four, five a&d six + .year olds* compared with, the 
projjpsed HHS minimums are: 1:5.3 vs 1*3; " JL:7.9 vs 1:4; 1:10.0 vs 1:9; 1:11.9 vs 1:9; 
1:13.9 vs 1:9 and 1:16.7 vs 1:16, respectively. Only for^the six + year old , * 
category is the relative stringency of the proposed HHS "requirement less pron*qnced. The 
largest differential, -In .terms of proportionate child/caregiver differences, is 
observed for the under two and two year old children. ' 

Among the states, only several have licensing codes as stringent as the pfoposefc 
requirement for 'specific age categories: one state for the under two year olds (Arkansas); 
two states for the two year olds (Massachusetts and New Hampshire) ; seven 
states for the three year olds (Alabama, Washington, D.C., Iowa, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Hew York, and Tennessee); and three states for the four and 'five year olds 
(Alabatitt, New York and South Dakota). However, about one-third of the states are ' 
comparaFle to the HHS requirements for the school age children (six years and older). 
At the other end of the spectrum, Arizona, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
Hawaii 
lesl 

Staff/Child Ratio Provider Practices in Tiile XX Funded Centers 




uie otner ena ox tne spectrum, Arizona, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
*gii# North Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina, Texas and Utah, have significantly 
sSstringent staff /child ratios for most a^e categories . & ^^\J 




Current day care center practices are much Slower to tha^roposed HHS regulations than to 
the state licensing codes across all regulatory age categories. As seen In Summary 
Tables 8 and 9, the average ratio of caregiver hours to child hours across all states 
in scheduled enrollment centers is 1:3.7, 1:4.5 and 1:7.6 and in attendance based 
centers are 1:3.0, 1:4.4 and lr&.8 for the under two, two and three-to-six year 
old age categories, respectively. In approximately 50% of the states, centers 
currently maintain average staff /child ratios comparable to, o«r better than, the 
HHS requirements for the under two and two-year-old age categories in both 
scheduled enrollment and attendance based centers. For the tHree-to-six year old 
category, the corresponding percentage of states whose centers perform comparably 
to the HHS requirements is much higher (90% — scheduled enrollment and 78% — 
attendance based). £nly scheduled enrollment centers, in Georgia and Louisiana 
and attendance baaed) centers in Florida, Oklahoma, Utah and Virginianfbrrently 
maintain ratios which, on the average, are lower (more children per caregiver 
then the HHS requirements for three-to-six year olds). Finally, as seen in State 
Tables 23 and 24, waiverable and non-waiverable center practices are approximately 
equal. 
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SUMMARY TABLE 7: STATES STAFF/CHILD RATIO LICENSING REQUIREMENTS FOR 
CENTERS BY' AGE OF CHILD (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING) 



MINIMUM STAFF/CHILD 
RATIO REQUIREMENT 
(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER) 

t 3 or Lower 

4 to 5 * 

6 to 7 

8 to "9 

10 to 11 . 

12 to 13 

14 ' to 15 

16 or Higher 



AGE OF CHILD 



UNDER TWO 
YEARS * 


TWO" YEAH!** 


THREE YEARS 


FOUR YEARS 


FIVE YEARS 


SIX YFAR^ 
AND OLDER 




0 


0 


0 


<* 

0' 


0 


48 




0, 


0 


0 


0 




11 


4 


0 


0 


0 


22 


25 


11 


7 


7 


0 


10 


27 


'49 




22 


9 


0 


14 


9 


20 • 


? 


11 


'■ 0 


2 ' 


24 


22 


22 


r 


0 


0 


2 


20 


40 


62 


40 (1QQX) 
5.3 


44,(100%) 
7.9 


45 (1QQ%) 
10.0 


45 (10QZ) 
11.9 


45 UOOZ) 
13.9 


45 (100%) 
16.7 



ALL STATES (%) 
MEDIAN STATE MINIMUM 
HHS MINIMUM * 



* 9(8) 



9(8) 



9(8) 



16(14) 



REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 14 



4 ^ 

^numbers in parentheses reflect attendance requirements 
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SUMMARY TABLE 8: ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/CHILD RATIO PRACTICE IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT 

y TITLE" XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS (PERCENT OF STATES REPORTING) 



s 



ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/ 
CHILD RATIO 

(CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER! 



UNDER TWO 
YEARS' 



TWO YEARS 



THREE TO 
SIX 1EARS* 



3 


or 


Lover 


4 


41 


17 




0 


4 


to 


5 




59 


55 


■ 




6 


to 

r 


7 s - 






9 ■ 




33 


a 


to 


9 






6 




50 


10 


Co 


11 


9 






9 


11 


12 


r 

to 


13 




t 








14 


to 


15 

> 








f 




ie 


or 


Higher 













ALL STATES (Z) \ 
MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 

i 

HHS MINIMUM 



) 



GO 



18 (10QZ) 
3.7 

-* • 3 



19 (1Q02). 
4.5 
4 



19 (100Z). 
7.6 

9 



61 



REFERENCE ; STATE TABLE 23 

I 



* STAFF/CHILD RATIO FIGURES FOR -TJE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES , ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL SAMPLE 



SIZES 



1 



9 

ERIC 



SUMMARY TABLE 9 J ACTUAL AVERAGE STAFF/CHILD RATIO PRACTICE IN ATTENDANCE 

BASEJ TITLE XX FUNDED NON-WAIVERABLE -CENTERS ^PERCENT .OF "STATES REPORTING) 



ACTUAL AVERAGE 
STAFF/CHILD RATIO 



UNDER TWO 
YEARS 



, — "TWO YEARS 



THREE TO 



3 


or 


Lower t 


47 


/ 


' 4 


4 


to 


5- 


47 


61 


. 16 


6 


to 


7 




22 


47 


<8 


to 


9 






32 


10 


to 


11 




V 


5 


12 

* 


to 


u x • 




-J 

T 




14 


to 


15. *. 




m 

» 




16 


or 


Higher 









ALL STATES (X) 

MEDIAN STATE PRACTICE 
« 

HHS MINIMUM 



18 (100%) 
3.0 
3 



18 (100%) 
4.4 
4 



19 (100Z). 
• .."6.8 ' 
8 



REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 24 



* STAFF/CHILD RATIO FIGURES FOR THE SIX AND OLDER AGE CATEGORIES ARE NOT REPORTED BECAUSE OF VERY SMALL SAMPLE. SIZES 



State Staffing Practices and Compliance Issues 

Summary Table 10 and Figure 9/ Identifies the number and names of. states that ^ 
vould need additional caregiver staff if the HHS regulations were in force. The 
aeasurement assumptions used to calculate these' numbers approximate those reflected 
in both the regulations themselves* and in the inte/im regulations guidelines, In 
order to be consistent with these measurement indices* separate figures are 
provided for the under two year old and the two year and older age groups. 

Approximately 1,789 additional FTE caregivers vould be needed to meet the HHS 
staffing requirements for the under two year olds, while an additional 2,455 
caregivers vould be needed fof the two year and older children. These combined 
"additional staff vould represent about a seven percent increase in' the number of FTE 
caregivers currently employed. i* Title XX funded centers throughout the U.S., at 
an estimated additional cost of approximately $33 million (using a realistic ?8 K 000 
per annum salary base). While these figures were calculated on appropriate survey 
data available from only 36 states, an examination of those states that were not 
included, revealed that only two (Arizona and South Carolina) had significantly less 
stringent staff /child, ratio licensing codes than the HHS requirements, 

Interestihgly, four states alone (Florida, Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas), account 
for one-half of the additionally heeded 2, 455, caregiver staff for the two year and 
older population. On the other hand, over 50% of the states would each need less* 
than 26 FTE caregivers statewide to me£t the HHS requirements. For the under two 
year old population, three of the above four high deficit states (Florida, Oklahoma and 
Texas) account for "well over one-half of the additionally needed 1,789 FTE caregiver 
staff. 

s 

Summary Table 11 (also Figure 9) identifies the number and names of states whose * 
centers currently function with more caregiver staff than the minimum needed to meet 
the HHS requirements/ An examination of this table reveals that there is a surplus 
of 8,201 FTE caregivers supervising children two years and older in Title XX funded 
centers across the U.S. This represents a figure more tft&zw^three times the number of 
deficit caregivers^ identified earlier. Centers in over one*-third of the states 
each have more than 200 FTE surplus caregiver staff. Interestingly, Florida, 
Illinois, Oklahoma, and Texas are among this one-third, thus signifying extreme 
variations in staffing patterns in those very large day care population states. 
The largest surplus states were California (863), Illinois (912), Massachusetts 
(739), Michigan (682) and Texas (749). For the under two, year old population, only 
550 surplus FTE caregivers are found, ot approximately one-third the number of 
deficit caregivers identified earlier* This small number is not surprising 
considering the very stringent ratio requirement (\:2) for this regulatory age 
category* i \ \ 

Surplus caregivers (more staff than needed to meet the minimum staffing requirement 
in a center) cannot be used to offset the caregivers deeded in another center. Centers 
are overwhelmingly privately operated and most, operate independently. Budgets and 
decisions about staffing are therefore made on a'center level. A^center has a certain 
cumber of staff in relation to its definition of child care, its perception of 
need, and its financial situation. 
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SUMMARY TABLE 10: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS (ADDITIONAL FTE CAREGIVERS 

NEEDED TO MEET HHS REQUIREMENTS IN NON-WAIVERABLE TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS) 



NUMBER OF STATES 



NAMES OF STATES 



ADDITIONAL FTE 
CAREGIVERS NEEDED 

* 

0-25 



CHILDREN UNDER 
TWO YEARS OLD 

22 



26 




50 




• 3 


51 




75 




0 


76 




100 




2 


. 101 




125 




1 


126 




150 . 




2 


151 




175 


« 

t 


0 


176 


mm 


200. 




0 


201 




2S0 




- 1 


251» 




300 




0 


More than 300 




2 



CHILDREN TOO 
YEARS AND OLDER 

19 



2 

4 
. 3 
1 
2 
1 
. 0 
0 
2 
2 



CHILDREN TWO 
YgftlS AND OLDER 



CHILDREN UNDER 
TOO YEARS OLD 



Ala, Ark, Colo, CT, Del, Ala, Ark, CT, Del, DC, 

DC, Ind, Iowa, . Kan, Mass, Hawaii, Iowa,' Kan, ME,' Miss, 

MI, Miss, MT, NV, NH, ND, MT, NV.NH, ND, OH, Ore, 

OH, Ore, SD, UT, VT, VA RI, SD, VT « 



Cal, GA, WA 

KT, TO 
NC 

111,' LA 



Fla 



Okla, TX 



LA, WA 

Colo, KT, MT, UT 
CA, GA, Mass 
Ind 

NC, TO 
VA 



Fla, TX 
111, Okla 



TOTAL STATES 
, TOTAL "DEFICIT STAFF 



9 

ERLC 



65 



33 
1,789 



36 

. 2,455 



REFERENCE; " STATE TABLE 25 




Figure - 9 



REPORT ON TITLE £X DAY CARE 
COMPARISON OF STAFF SURPLUS AND DEFICIT, BY STATE 
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50 
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76 
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150 


151* 






176 
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201 
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SUMMARY TABLE 11: STATE STAFFING COMPLIANCE IMPLICATIONS (SURPLUS FTE C. 
NUMBER OF STATES 



NAMES 



CHILDREN UNDER 
TWO YEARS OLD 

24 



3 
0 



CHILDREN TWO 
YEARS AND OLDER 




* 3 
2 

" 3 

* 

J 
'2 
A 
2 
2 
4 
8 



CHILDREN UNDER 
TOO YEARS OLD 



$la, Ark, CA, Colo, CT, 
Del, DC, GA, Ind, Iowa, 
Kan, KT, Miss, MT, NV, 
NH, NC, ND, Ore,- SD, UT, 
VT, VA, WA 

111, LA, Mass, OH, Okla, 
TN 




Fla, MI, TX 



TOTAL STATES 

TOTAL SURPLUS STAFF 



33 
550 



36 
8,201 



> 



REN TOO 
RS AND OLDER 



Ala,.NV, ND, Ore, SD 



Hawaii, NH, UT 

Ark, Del . 

ME, WA, KT 

MT 9 

Iowa,. VT 

GA, Ind, LA, VA 

DC, Miss 

CT, RI 

Colo, NC, Okla, TN 

CA, Fla, 111, Kan, Mass, MI, 
OH, TX 



* 68 
ERIC 



REFERENCE: STATE TABLE 26 
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If centcr3 exceeding minimum requirements chose to reduce surplus staff through 
expansion of child enrollment, natural attrition of staff over time, or other 
changes in staffing arrangements, substantial savings could certainly be realized, 
Thfc reduction in the co^t of care perlfhild would be dramatic. The savings 
through such a reduction in staff would be significantly greater than the cost 
($33 million) of the additional staff required on both a nationwide as well as an 
individual state level. 

GROUP COMPOSITION FOR FAMILY DAY CARE HOMES " 

The proposed HHS group composition requirement for family day care homes, has less 
measurement assumptions and indices than for center-based programs; however, it 
contains complex multiple mixed-age provisions. For homes with pne caregiver — the 
group size can never exceed five children, atr any given time if children of all ages 
are present (no more than two children can be under two years of age) ; or three if 
all children present are under two years of age; or six if all children present 
are two years of age or older. For homes with two or more- caregivers — the g^pup size 
can never exceed ten at any given time if children ot all <iges are present (rwSiaore 
than two children can be under two, years of age); or twelve if all children present 
are two years and older*. The requirement also contains rules governing the 
caregiver^ own Jhticfcren under six.year.i old and the number of additional school age 
children which can b,e cared for before .and after school hours. 

The complexity of these rules precluded any reliable survey assessment of Title XX 
funded hose 'practices from a compliance perspective. It also precluded a clear 
tabular presentation of state licensing codes governing group composition for 
family day care homes. % The only information which can be reported is found in State 
Table 27. This table presents a distribution of the numbers of children (ages 0 
to 6) which attend Title XX funded family day homes during morning hours, As seen in 
this table, the median percentage distribution across all reporting states is; one 
child (6.6^; two to three children (26.8%); four to five children (38.2%); six 
children (10%); and sev%n to twelve children (8.5%). The modal percentage falls 
in the four to five children category. 
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PART V: CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS 



The conclusions to be d^wn from this assessment effort are based upon a fairly con-' 
sistent pattern of findings sssociated with state and provider practices in Title XX 
day care. In order to better understand these conclusions and their resultant impli- 
cations,, it is important to make clear which issues were not addressed by the assess- 
ment and therefore Could not be directly dealt with in this report. This was not 
a study of the effectiveness of the proposed <<HHS Day Care Regulations nor did it deal 
with the issue of which level of government should have regulatory authority. The 
former question would have required a different set of data collection and analyses 
procedures than were utilized. The latter question is not amenable to resolution 
through a direct study effort, such as the one conducted. Neither did this study 
examine the ^appropriateness of state agency regulatory programs and funding practices 
and requirements. It simply reflected Vkat practices state agencies are carrying out 
for Title XX federal programs ( and whether provider activities are consistent with 
these practices. 

In interpreting the findings, the reader must recognize that this assessment was con- 
ducted during a single point in time; a point marked by much uncertainty regarding the 
future of the HHS regulations. State perceptions regarding the ultimate enactment 
of these regulations are divergent with some, but not all, lhaintaining special require- 
ments for Title X3%furft|ed programs consistent with the rules that were published in 
March 1980. Whether thfese practices would continue at the same level should there 

*be no HHS regulations cannot be determined with any certainty. Much would depend on 
whether reimbursement rates to providers change and the level o^ care that could be 

♦ afforded as a result of this change. 

0 

Administrative Practices 

In the past the Federal government and state governments have shared, the responsibility 
of assuring the health, "safety, and, normal age-appropriate development of Federally 
funded children in day care. It now appears that statds will be given the primary 
responsibility for this assurance. The results of the assessment indicate that 
compared with expenditures for other social service programs, day care represents 
one of the three highest funded Title XX services in 42 states. Equally reflectaive 
of the importance held for day care by many states is their reported administrative 
efforts for assuring that providers adhere to minimum licensing standards. Nationally, 
licensing staff make it lpast one contact'annually with day care centers and average 
approximately 15 FTE tftaff fox; this function. Title XX center monitoring occurs on 
average every ten months (every, nine months- for homes) with states devoting approxi- 
mately nine FTE staff (six for homes) toward this activity. These Title ,XX facilities 
require monitoring at least once every 12 months and an on-site visit once every three 
years. Nearly every state reporting exceeded this minimum requiremetf^ 

Non-Staffing Issues 

A high degree of consistency was observed between state Title XX agency requirements 
and day care center provider practices in the health and provision of meals areas. 
Centers, however, well exceeded state agency requirements with respect to tfie 
training of caregivers (particularly,' orientation of newly hired caregivers), social 
services information and parent involvement activities. Apparently, tliese provisions 
are viewed as being sufficiently important by providers to have them included as 
part of their day care operation regardless of whether states require them. 
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In light of these findings, states might want to re-examine their licensing standards 
with a view towards including such provisions. The Department can provide some 
assistance to states in this connection. During the past year, OHDS has been engaged 
in developing and evaluating caregiver training programs and exemplary management 
models as well as models which address various parent participation in day care 
approaches. Other prospective HDS activities might include: disseminating these 
models to interested states; and updating the 1973 model state licensing guides 
and offering them to states along with a training curricula being developed for 
state licensing personnel. Along with other information dissemination activities 
these efforts would constitute an important facilitative role by the Department to 
upgrade the level of day care provided. 

Staffing Issues 

It was evident from the assessment findings on group size that day care center 
providers view this component as highly desirable — far more desirable than viewed 
by many state agencies. In fact the average group sizes of Title XX funded centers 
even exceeds the requirements of the* HHS regulations, for age categories two years 
and over, with smaller size groups being observed for these children, Waiverable 
centers maintain groups of comparable or lower size than non-waiverable centers, 
further suggesting that evfcn without prescribed regulatory requirements, groups 
comprising small numbers of children are highly prized. Since these findings are 
compatable with previous research evidence which demonstrated consistent, statisti- 
cally significant and developmentally meaningful impacts of small group size for 
children, with only negligible impact on total operating cost, those states which 
currently do not require group size might want to re-examine their position, whil$ 
those states which currently prescribe higher ceilings than included in the proposed 
HHS regulations might consider lowering them. 

Staff/child ratio practice^ reveal a similar but far more complicated regulatory 
picture than group size, (-enter performance is better than the HHS requirements 
for the three-to-six year old category in both waiverable and non-waiverable centers 
and is far better than state licensing standards adross all age categories. The 
picture became more complex wheo the numbers of caregivers that would be needed to 
satisfy the HHS requirements were calculated. While an approximate U.S. total of 
4,244 (with 36 states reporting) additional caregivers would be required, approxi- 
mately 8,751 more caregivers than would be needed is also observed. In fact, for 
the two year and older children, the number of surplus staff exceed the number of 
def icit^staf f by a ratio of more than three to one. 

A closer examination of the state by state picture revealed that wide divergency 
in t^e staffing practices of several key states accounts for much of this complexity. 
Florife; Illinois, Oklahoma and Texas, while alone accounting for one-half of the 
additionally needed caregiver staff, are also included in a cluster of states which 
have the most surplus staff. Any number of factors could be responsible for these 
extreme within-state variations — multiple reimbursement systems, signficant numbers 
of both profit and non-profit centers, large day care populations, etc. It is 
beyohd the scope of the present study data base, however, to precisely identify 
which factors are most responsible. Nevertheless the four states might want to 
examine their administrative practices in light of these findings in an effort to 
reduce these variati&ns should they consider this desirable. There are several 
states which report having an exceptionally large number of surplus caregivers 
without corresponding large numbers of deficit caregivers — California, Massachusetts 
and Michigan are the most prominent states falling in this category. Two of these 
states (California and Massachusetts) Jfcso have among the highest maximum reimburse-' 
ment rates of any state. 
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The issue of overcompliance was discussed earlier in the findings section of this 
report. Severai. suggestions were offered for reducing surplus staff which if 
followed, could result nationwide in substantial cost savings and /or an increase 
in the number of children which would receive subsidized day care. The problem 
of wrier-compliance could be offset somewhat by revising the proposed HHS staff/ 
child ratio requirements for the under two-year olds from 1:3 to 1:% and from 
1:4 to 1:5 for the two year olds. 

* * 

This assessment effort, while primarily serving as a study of current state and 
provider practices, has also yielded an additional benefit. Many states have 
indicated that the study procedures and compilatiqp techniques used to measure 
group composition proved quite useful and will be incorporated in tHeir own 
state licensing and monitoring systems. 
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APPENDIX A: * STATE STATISTICAL TABLES * 

TABLE U NUMBER AND TYPE OF TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE CENTERS AND HOMES 



STATE 

ALABAMA 
ALASKA 



ARIZONA 



ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 



CENTERS 



TOTAL PROFIT NON-PROFIT PUBLIC WAlVERASLE* NON-WAIVERABLE 



230 



226 



NO 



282 



TITLE 



138 



XX 



109 



94 



DAY 



CARE 



34 



505 



72 



NA 



29 



52 



^,476 



230 



NA 



57 



HOKES 
10'iAL 



983 



117 0 

57 

NA 



COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

dTcT 



383 



202 



155 



26 



— T 

107 



0 



168 



104 



67 



3 

"ST 



215 



104 



48 



1103 



3900 

. 95* 



35 
319 



GEORGIA 
HAWAII 



idXho 



ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 



40 



290 



NA 



W 



1ST 



NA 
18 



*NA 



NA 



ITT 



23 



280 



387 



NA 
18 



0_ 

730 



22 



15 



1000 
100 



IOWA 



KANSAS 



KENTUCKY 



LOUISIANA 
MAINE 



MARYLAND 



MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 



MINNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 



IT 



95 



99 
1W 



17T 



13 



~7T 



86 
T5T 



30 



26 



72 



40 



IT 



"TcT 



136 



111 



~rrr 



IT 



REPORT 

300 - ~ 



ATTACHED 



611 



153 



-258. 



NA 



_4i£_ 



69 



NA 



.ZLL 



-35- 



-221. 
£L 



111 



69 



168 
112 



212 



29 



312 



340 



12V 



198 



608 



23 



84 



113 



1000 



2544 



MISSOURI 



MONTANA 



NEBRASKA 



NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 



61 
144 



NO 



NA 



REPORT 



NA 



76 



NA 



25 
32 



68 



_i4_ 



12 



12 



22 



-JUL 
NA 



.15- 



H4 



NEW JERSEY 



NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK 



NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 



21 



15 



470 



448 



22 



601 



NO 



250 



334 
6 



0 
17 
0 



REPORT 



6Q1 



204 



113 



35 



J2SL 



?9 9- 
2_ 



i 

40 



160 



4476 

130 



OHIO 



OKLAHOMA 
QftECON 



275 
587 
18 



NA 
346 



NA 



NA 



194 



47 



217 



272 



JUL 
3 



50.00. 



PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 



563 
53 



15 



563 



15 



45 



-JlL5 
—A3 

4 34 



20 



26 



SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 



111 

49 



27 



76 



103 



TEKKESSEE 
TEXAS 



49 



251 
451 



NA 
74 



NA 



23 



NA 



140 



111 
403 



ID 

_5_63 
_2_6J> 
_i_71 
1499 



UTAH 



VERMONT 



99 



299 



68 



78 



12 



48 



19 



42 



86 



28 



58 



29 



57 



57 



9 9 
1495 



VIRGINIA 



WASHINGTON 



W£S * VIRGINIA 
WISCONSIN " 



WYOMING 



~rnr 



~3T 



104 



~7T 



~2r 



T5T 



21 



99 



162 



NA 



17 



NA 



NA 



63 



252 



5,969a 
622 



1,215a 
13% 



2.691H 
272 



95 



62 



74 



NA 



16 



U.S, TOTAL 10,773 
PERCENT OF TOTAL 

" MS^^^^ gnfegf o^i (W«,C TO » LESS r 



7.366b 
732 



HHS FUNDED CHILDREN 
NA - NOT AVAILABLE 

a * 5 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER OF CENTERS , UNABLE TO PROVIDE DISTRIBUTION 
* - 3 STATES PROVIDING TOTAL NUMBER OF CENTERS , UNABLE TO PROVIDE {SEES 



46 9 
1730 



NA 
~140 



29.329 



74 



Able 2: enrollment by age of children in title xx funded facilities 



ALL CHILDREN IK CENTERS 



STATE 



0NDEK 
TOTAL TWO 
NUMBER YEARS U) 



TWO 

YEAKS(X) 



THREE 
TO SIX 
YEARS (X )' 



SIX TO TEtf TO, 
TEN FOURiEEN 
YEARS (X) * YEARS(X) 



hUMBER 
TITLE XX 
CHILDREN ONLY 



CENTERS 



HOMES 



ALABAMA 


NA 




16 


80 




4 


ft 


8.658 


2,608 


ALASKA . 




NO 


TITLE 


XX 


DAY 


CAKE 








ARIZONA 


NA 


HA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


NA 


7.608 


1,902 


ARKANSAS 


5,788 


10 


11 




73* 


5 


i 


2,1,55 


182 


CALIFORNIA 


42, /99 


i 


6 




56 


32 


15 


NA 




COLORADO 


26,054 


2 


10 


— 


74 


13 


1 


4.437 


2,665 


CONNECTICUT 


4.600 


2 


2 




92 


4 


0 


4,157 


6,308 


DELAWARE 


2,512 


14 


16 




61 


8 

. 14 


1 

4 


1,727 
3,045 


225 
108 


D.C. 
FLORIDA 


4,614 
13,182 


3 
16 


13 
18 




66 
55 


9 


2 


X / » Iw 


1,061 


GEORGIA 


NA 


9 


10 




70 


9 


i 


8,930 


77 


HAWAII 


765 


0 


3 




87 


8 


2 


676 




IDAHO 


711 


5 


15 




77 


3 


0 


62 


25 


ILLINOIS 


68,000 


4 


10 




70 


14 


2 


21.500 


1.700 


INDIANA 


9,173 


2 


• 11 




79 


7 


1 


4,497 


225 


IOWA 


5.883 


4 


10 




72 


13 


1 


1,375 


479 


KANSAS 


9*508 


4 


10 




74 


11 - 


1 


2.972 


1,500 


KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MAINE 


11.210 
14.880 
1.165 


15 

13 
0 


15 
21 
1 




62 
62 
?1 


8 
I 
7 


0 

' 1 
1 


2,662a 
7,7i3 
972 


161a 

200 

580 



MARYLAND 



REPORT ATTACHED 



MASSACHUSETTS 



NA 



76 



11 



MICHIGAN 



34.656 



13 



71 



12 



MINNESOTA 



MISSISSIPPI 



-1x286 

~#ofr 



13 
9 



63 



18 



86 



MISSOURI 



HO * REPORT 



MONTANA 



NEBRASKA 



1.579 



10 



NA 



NA 



NA 



84 



NA 



NEVADA 



NEW HAMPShUe" 



2,074 10 



14 



67 



NA 
0 



1,789 



84 



10 



11,852 



6.092 



NAb 



3.051 



.J45_ 



1.900 



148 



577 



1.312 



5.736 



XAb 



75 



69 



100 



12 



98 



NEW JERSEY 



14,600 



62 



18 



NEW MEXICO 



NO REPORT 



13.390 



207 



NEW YORK 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



hORlH CAROLINA 12'.380 10 



16 



66 



43 T 614 17.312 



8.987 
364 



431 
10 



NORTH DAKOTA 



364 



12 



76 



OHIO 



NA 



■ NA 



NA 



NA 



HA 



NA 
1 



7,795 
9,511 



22.344 
1,845 



OKLAHOMA 



OREGON 



v 13,794 
A 959 



20 



27 



49 



12 



12 • 



66 



78 

19.000 



70 

5,000 



M9.000 



72 



22 



RHODE ISLAND 



\ 3.850 



75 



19 



SOUTH CAROLINA 



38. 



84 



1,472 



4,838 
937 



49 
1.436 



SOUTH DAKOTA 



TENNESSEE 



2.552 X1S 

SI 



29 



53 



8^841 



19 



39 



20 



2.321 



TEXAS 



26.911 



UTAH 



6,lf9 



43 



43 



14 



18,207 



12 



80 



2,157 



375 
1,669 



2,339 



VERMONT 



4.017 



10 



75 



VIRGINIA 
WASHINGTON 



13,554 



17 



64 



11 

12 



979 



7,019 
1,436 



273 



8.207 
_LJ 57 



15.779 



WEST VIRGINIA 



NA 



9 

3c 



15 



9c 



56 
50c 



WISCONSIN 



48.203d 



WYOMING 



4,920 



"4 



NA 



NA 



29c_, 
NA 



9c 



1^746 



NA 



NA 



11 



72 



13 



705 



4,538 



NA 



118 



U.S. TOTAL 



472.960 



268.772f 96,768f 



U.S. AVERAGE (X) 



6X 



13X 



l65X 



14X 



2X 



NA - NOT AVAILABLE 
- - DOES NOT APPLY C<0 CHILDREN SERVED) 
4 . ESTIMATED DISTRIBUTION pF CHILDREN 

IN CENTERS AND HOMES 
b - 11,218 TOTAL XX CHILDREN IN CENTERS 

AND HOMES 



c » TITLE XX CHILDREN ONLY 

d - CHILDREN UND£R 7 YEARS OLD ONLY 

e - 11 STATES NOT INCLUDED 

f ■ 7 STATES NOT INCLUDED 



54 75 



TABLE 3: AVERAGE HOURLY WAGES 0? PAID CAREGIVERS BY TYPE 



STATE 
ALABAMA 



LEAD TEACHER ($) 
4.47 



TEACHER ($) 



TEACHER AIDE ($) 
3.35 




tUSSISSXEEI 



— — jin export ._ 
4 -6Q i ft?" 

1ZA 





- . ..4.56 

NA 

XJB. 



3.68 



OHIO 



OREGON 



_A_.51_ 



NA 

3 ,34 
1AQ 



RBnng TqT,AJffff _ 

SOUTH CABOLIHA 



_S . 4 ft , 



4,06 
3.36 



fi.07- 



4.75 
■■5,70. 



Tennessee 



_4.40 



-2JL 
_4.62 

-4.50 



4.45 



TEXAS 



4.23 



3.65 



UTAH, 



4J4„ 



VERMONT 



VIRGINIA .... 
WASHINGTON 



5.03 
3.88 



WEST VIRGINIA 



- 4 ^S 4 ~ 



WTSCOWRTfl 



U -S. AVERAGE 



. - NA 
-4.53 
4.SJ 

4.78 



3.65 
3,66 
3.53 



3.80 
3.58 

3.80 
4.13 

3.97 



3.45 

3.32 
3.39 
4.51 

j.87 
3.41 

3.40 

3.46 
3.30 
3.23 
NA 
3.47 
3.94 

J. 49 



NA - NOT AVAILABLE 

- " DOES NOT APPLY 

(NO CAREGIVERS IN THIS CATEGORY) 



* " — — n 

55 - 

' 7b' 



TABLE 4: DAILY RATE OF REIMBURSEMENT BY AGE OF CHILD (DOLLARS) 





CENTERS 


fcQMES 


STATE 


MAXIMUM 3 DAILY 
RATE FOR INFANTS 
AND 2 YEAR OLDS 


MAXIMUM 8 DAILY 
RATE FOR CHILDREN 
3 YEARS AND OLDER 


MAXIMUM a 
DAILY RATE 
ALL AGES 


ALAftAtt 


_ 11.00 


11.00 


4.00 


ALVSKA 


rMZO\.\ 


7.10 b,c 


7.10 b.c 


6.00 b.c 


iVKA!. \S 


• 9.0Q. c 


9.00 c 


6.25 


C/.LLfORNT/ 


19.97 




NA 


COLO?w\DO 


10.00 


> 

8.00 


6.00 d 


co.\"n:.cticlt 


7.00 


7.00 


7.00 


p£LV*ARE 


9.6U b 


9.60 b 


6.&> b 


D.C. 


19. b/ b 


12. SO b 


7.00 b 


FLORIDA 


f, o.uu 


y.oo 


7.00 


* 

GEORGIA 


— 

11.45 b,e 


9.80 b.e 


. r 11.25 b.e 


HAWAII 1 


-11.37 


11.37 


- 




5.00 b 


5.00 b 


5.00 b 


Wilinois 


11.18 


10.18 


6.01 


i::dia::a 


12.00 


8.85 


8.60 d 


iowa 


21.31 


13.06 


8.00 


KANSAS 


7.80 c 


7.20 c 


5.75 c t d 


IwNTVCKY 


7.00 


7.00 


7 fc . 00 


LOUISIAKA 


7.00 e 


8.00 e 


3.71 


MAIN'E 


IS. 81 


15.81 


14.5(5 f 


MARYLAND 






* 


^ssAcnysr.TTs 


20.60 


14.65 


5.50 c ^ 


MICHIGAN 


10.50 b 


7.00 b 


5.50 b * 


>:i^esota 


14.02 


11.05 


NA 


MISSISSIPPI 


12.00 


12.00 


NA 


MISSOL"RI 


Montana 




6. on h 


6.00 h 


NEBRASKA 




7.31 


4.90 


NEVADA 


17.00 


12.00 


NA 


nhw hampc.iue 


14.82 


6.75 


6.50 


XEV? JERSEY 


16.00 


11.00 


4.50 *b 


NEW MIXICO 


l~M YCRK ' 


* 15.50 


15.50 


NA 


north. CAROL 7N A 


9.45 s 


7.24 * 


5.30 a 


:.o?.th dakov\ 


9.00 b.c 


9.00 b.c 


9.00 b.c 


OHIO 


10.14 


10.14 


7.00 


g:\lm:oma 


7.00 


7.00 


6.00 


o?,fgo\ 


11.45 


10.50 


7.50 b 


Fl:c:;syi.vav:a 


19.96 


14.86 


14.47 






8.17 


4.60 


south carcmna 


11.60 


11.60 


6.64 


south d\kc;a 


8.20 c 


8.20 c 


5.50 b T c 




11.34 e 


9.90"g 


-5.50 b 


TrWS 


14.21 


10. Z8 


6.40 


I .All 




6.75 b * 


5.65 b.d 


\. V'OM 


9.12 b 


9.12 b 


6.08 b 




12.00 


12.00 


20.00 c 


• \* r..;io\\ 


7.77 


7.77 


7.77 




6.50 


6.50 


• 6.50 




14.00 


14.00 


' iL?rc~" 


ff.IO 


8*."10 " 


6.0cTb7c 



NA - 



fc NOT AVAILABLE 
J DOES NOT APPLY 

THE* MAXIMUM CAN INDICATE THE TOP OP A RANGE. ACTUAL REIMBURSEMENT VARIES AS A 
FUNCTION OF THE REIMBURSEMENT SYSTEM USED. (EXAMPLES: FLAT RATE. MARKET PRICE. 
ACTUAL COSTS. NEGOTIATED RATE) 

FLAT RATE ONLY, NO OTHER REIMBURSEMENT MECHANISMS USED 
BASED ON 10 HOUR DAY 
HIGHER RATE FOR INFANTS 
CONTRACT FACILITIES ONLY 
FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS ONLY 

MEDIAN RATE 56 



77 



■J 



"TABLE 



TYPE OF REIMBURSEMENT ( CENTERS AND HOMES ) 



STATE 

ALABAMA 
ALASKA 



SLIDING 

FEE 

SCALE 



SCHEDULED* 
ENROLLMENT 



ATTENDANCE 



SUPPLEMENTAL ** 
RATES 



Mm 

ARKANS&g 
CALIFORMtA 1 



NO TITLE XX DAY CARE 



CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 



• X 



D.C. 
FLORIDA 



GEORGIA, 



HAWAII 



X 



IDAHO 
fULINOIS 



INDIANA 



IOWA 
KANSAS 



KENTUCKY 



LOUISIANA 
MAIWE 

MARYLAND 



- — 



1 



x 



MASSACHUSETTS 



MICHIGAN 



_ REPORT _ ^ ATTACS£P_ 
X 



MINNESOTA 



MISSISSIPPI 
MISSOURI 



MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 



NO REPOR1 



NEVADA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NEW JERSEY 



¥ MEXICO 



Xa 



Xb 



EW YORK 



_NO REPORT 



J20ETH CAROLINA 



NORTH DAKOTA 
OHJQ 



X 

"x 



x_ 
x 



OKLAHOMA 



OREGON 



PENNSYLVANIA - 






X 






RHODE ISLAND 




X 


— r~ * " x J 




X 


SOUTH CAROLINA 












SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 






. X ... 

v 






TEXAS 
UIAH 


X 
X 


X 






X 
X 




.- - . x 




- — _x : 







VERMONT 



VIRGINIA 



WEST VIRGINIA 



WISCONSIN 



WYOMING 



U.S. TOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT 



3? 
63 



51 



* REIMBURSED FOR CHILD ABSENCES 

** HANDICAPPED, SPECIAL EDUCATION, TRAINING, ETC* 



X 

29 

NA - NOT AVAILABLE 
a - CENTERS ONLY 

b - HOMES ONLY 



X 



25 

S4 



ERLC 



57 



78 



TABLE 6 



PROGRAM OF ACTIVITIES REQUIREMENT AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVISION 
BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) 



CENTERS HOMES 





REQUIREMENT 


PROVISION * REQUIREMENT 


PROVISION 


ALABAMA 






X 


Y** 


At Aflt/A 

ALASKA 


- . - NO 


TTTI E XX DAY 


CARE j, 




ARIZONA 




. X 




x 


KfUVnll 


X 

V 


X" 


X 


COLORADO 


■ • ....... — A — — 

X . 


• X 


1 _ 


X_ _ 




x 


_ X 


X 


x^ 


DELAWARE 


X 




X 




r>, r 


v 


_.. X 


X 


x 


FLORIDA 


X 


X 


X 


" x" 


GEORGIA 


X 


X 


X 


X 


HAWAII 










IDAHO 


' X 


X 


~. 


X 


ILLINOIS 


• X 


X 




x 


INDIANA 


X 


" x 


. - 


l ^ , 


IOWA * 


X 


X 


X 


X 


If AWC AO 


v 

A 


X 


X * 


X 


KENTUCKY 


X 


■ 






T/MIT^TANA 




X 






MATNF 

rcAiftgt — — 


-A 1 - 


, Y "* 


X 




MARYLAND 




REPORT ATTACHED 






MASSACHUSETTS 


x 




X 




MICHIGAN 


X 


" " ~X 


X 


X " 


MINNESOTA 


• X 


X 


X 


X 


MISSISSIPPI 


V. 




X 


X 


MISSOURI ' 




■ NO REPORT 






MONTANA 


X 


X 




X 


NEBRASKA 


X 


x 


. X 


X 


NEVADA 


x 


X 


X 


- X " 


JfEW HAMPSHIRE 


X 


X 


X 


T - - - - 


NEW JERSEY 


X * 


\ 

X 


X 




NEW MEXICO 




NO REPORT 






NEW YORK 


X 




It ' 




NORTH rAROT.TNA 


x 


X 


- x " 


— — _ - _ 




X 


X 


X 


X 


OHIO 


Y 

A 


* X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


x 


OREGON 


X 




X 




PENNSYLVANIA 


x 




__ X 




RHODE ISLAND 


Y 


X 


X 


X 


SOtJTH CAROLINA 


x 


X. 


X 


X 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


x 








TENNESSEE 




X 


X 


X 


TEXAS 




X 


X \ 


X — 


UTAH 


X 


x 




" x . 


VERMONT 


x 


X 


X 


X 


VIRGINIA 


Y 

I II A . 


X 


~% 


~~ " T * 


WASHINGTON 


x 


X 


™ ICa " 


xa 


WEST VIRGINIA 


X 


X 


X 


x" 


WISCONSIN 






X 




WYOMING 










U.S. TOTAL 




38 


37 


32 


U.S. PERCENT 


94% 

—4 


81% 


79% 


68% 



a - ONLY FOR HOMES WITH 7-12 CHILDREN 



7'J 



TABLE 7: CAREGIVER TRAINING REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY 
(TITLE XX FUNDED FACILITIES) 



STATE , 
ALABAMA 



ORIENTATION 
REQUTHEMENT 



TRAINING 
REQUIREMENT 



ALASKA 



ARIZONA 



NO TITLE XX DAY CARE 



TRAINING PLAN 

X 



ARKANSAS 



Xa 



CALIFORNIA 



"XT 
X 



COLORADO 




CONNECTICUT 

mz — 



x 



D.C. 



FLORIDA 



X 
X 



X 
X 



GEORGIA 



HAWAII 



IDAHO 



IOWA 



KANSAS, 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 



MAINS. 



MARYLAND 



U.S. TOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT 



X 
Xa 




34 
72 



a - FOR CENTER CAREGIVERS ONLY 
*> * FOR HOME CAREGIVERS ONLY 



5 P0 



\ 



TABLE ° i 


NUlRiriON R^yUIRtMfcNr AND PRQVISIQti 
(TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) 


BY 


CT A TP APPMPV 

b TAIL AGENCY 












CENTERS 






HOMES 


PARTICIPATION 


IN USDA 


STATE 
ALABAMA * 


NUTRITION 
REQUIREMENT 
B S L 

X X 


rrtwQirr TATTOO 
'.SERVICES 

x * 


NUTRITION 
REQUIREMENT 
B S L 

X X 


SERVICES 
x 


CENTERS (%)HOMES (%). 
35 45 


ALASKA 








NO TITLE 


XX 


DAY 








ARIZONA 


V 








X 


-£ 










ARKANSAS 




X 


X 


X 




X 


X 




1| 


-W- 

Oi 


CALIFORNIA 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 






NA 


/ 

COLORADO 




X 


X 






X 


X 




47 


60 


CONNECTICUT 




X 


X 







X 


X 


x 


100 


100 


DELAWARE 


X 


X 


X 


^ 


X 


X 


X 




92 


46 


D.C. 


X 


X 


X • 




X 


X 


X 




50 


0 


FLORIDA 




X 


X 


X , 




X 


X 


X 


75 


100 


GEORGIA 




X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


100 


100 


HAWAII 








X 








* X 


NA 




IDAHO 




















✓ 


ILLINOIS 




X 


X 






X 


X 




67 


32 


'INDIANA 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




9b 






IOWA 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


NA 


NA 




KANSAS 


xa 


X 


X 


X 




xa 


X 


X 


X 


35 


30 




KENTUCKY 




X 


— 1 








X 


X 




NA 


NA 

£2 




LOUISIANA 






— . 


1 — — 






X — 


X 




95 


NA 




MAINE 














X 


X 




100 


100 * ■ 




MARYLAND 












ATTACHED 




* 






MASSACHUSETTS 




X 


X 


X 






X 


X 


X 


78 


95 




MICHIGAN 


xb 


xb 


xb 






xb 


xb 


xb 


x 


61 


50 




MINNESOTA 


X 












X 


X 


x 


63 ' 


NA 




MISSISSIPPI 


X 






x 




X 


X 


X 


x 


100 

-1 


100 




MISSOURI 










NO 


REPORT 












MONTANA 














X 


X 


x 


NA 


NA 




^NEBRASKA 




X 


X 


X 






X 


X 




^ 75 


0 1 




NEVADA 


























NEW HAMPSHIRE 




X 




X 






X 




* x 


43 


0 




NEW JERSEY 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 




100 


0 




NEW MEXICO 










^ NO 


REPORT 












NEW YORK 




X 


X 


X 






X 


X 




93 


64 , 




NORTH CAROL IN Ax 


X 


X 


X 




- x ^ 


X 


X 


X 


4 100 


63 




NORTH DAKOTA 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X ' 


X 


X 


106 


83 " * 




OHIO 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 




50 


: = * 

10 




OKLAHOMA 




X 


X *" 


X 






X 


X 


X 


30 


. 0 




OREGON 


X 


X 


X 






X 


X 


X 




100- 


/I 




PENNSYLVANIA 




X 


X 








X 


X » 




100 


100 




RHODE ISLAND 




X 


X 


X 


\ ~ 




X 


X 


X * 


62 ' 


89 




SOUTH CAROLINA 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


93 


100 




SOUTH DAKOTA 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


78 


25 




TENNESSEE 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


NA 






TEXAS 




X 


X 








X 


X 




• ' 78 






UTAH 




X 


X 


X 






X 


X 




- 32 






VERMONT 


X 


*x 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 




50 4 


50 \ 1 


\ 


VIRGIN IA 


X 


X 


X 






X 


X 


X 




NA 


20 




WASHINGTON 


X 


X 


X 


X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


„ NA 


NA 




WEST VIRGINIA 




X 


X 






X 


X 


X 


X 


62 


32 




WISCONSIN 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




WYOMING 




X 


X 


X 






X * 


X 


X . 


75 


52 




U.S. TOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT 


21 
45" 


48 
92 


42 
89 


38 
81 




21 
45 


43 
92 


42 
89 


32 
68 


72.6% 


52. 57. 





NA - NOT AVAILABLE 

~- - DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX HOMES) 
a - UPOti REQUEST — - * 

PARENT OR PROVIDER PROVIDES WELL-BALANCED NUTRITIOUS MEAL 

60 8 1 



m TABLE % HZ * LTH SERVICES REQUIREMENT AND PRO^IOH OF INFORMATION BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX fUNDED CENTERS ANQ HOMES) 

J ' 



CENTERS 



STATE, 
ALABAMA 



4 ' 

^IMMUNIZATION 
REQUIREMENT 



HEALTH * 

ASSESSMENT EPSDT LEVEL 
RgQUIREMEKT ASSESSME NT 



PROVIDE 
INFORMATION 
TO CENTERS 



ASSURE 
CHILDREN 
RECEIVI 
SERVICi 



HOMES 



HEALTH - * 

IMMUNIZATION ASSESSMENT EPSDT LEVEL 
REQUIREMENT^ REQUIREMENT ASSESSMENT 



ASSURE 
PROVIDE CHILDREN 
^FORMATION RECEIVE 
TO HOMES SERVICE 



ALASKA 



TITLE 

X 



DAY CARE 
X 



_NO TITLE XX DAY .CARE 



ARIZONA 



ARKANSAS 



CALIFORNIA 



COLORADO { 
i CONNECTICUT V 



DELAWARE 



D.C. 



FLORIDA •» 



GEORGIA 



HAWAII 



» X 



X S+ 



ILLINOIS 



INDIANA 



IOWA 



LOUISIANA 




SETTS 



REPORT ATTACHED 



REPORT ATTACHED 



MINNESOTA 



MISSISSIPPI 



x« 



HISS< 



NO REPORT 



NO REPORT 



NEBRASKA 
NEVADA' 



HAM^HI 



NEW JERSEY 



NA 



\ 



*>Ngy MEXICO 



. NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 



HO .REPORT 



SO REPORT 



NORTH DAKOTA 



OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 



OREGON 

TENNSYLVANtX" 



RHODE ISLAND 



SOUTH CAROLINA 



SOUTH DAKOTA 



Xa 



TENNESSEE 



5 



UTAH 



VERMONT 



§2= 



VIRGINIA 



WASHINGTON 



WEST VIRGINIA 



WISCONSIN 



U.S. JOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT 



43 
96 



40 
85 



■20 
43 



- • DOES HOT APPLY (NO TITLE XxWfcS) 

« - TftLE XX CHILDREN ONLY 

p ■ CHILDREN OVER 18 MONTHS „ * 



33 
70 



37- 
73 



t 33 

70 



14 
30 



19* 

40 



32 
68 



ERIC 



61 



1 



*4 



1- - 



TABLE 10: PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT REQUIREMENT BY STATE AGENCY (TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS* AND HOMES) 









CENTERS 










HOMES 






STATE. 


ft re 

J 


SANITATION TRANS PORT ATtON 


SWIMMING 
■ 


EQUIPMENT 


FIRE 


SANITATION TRANSPORTATION 


SWIMMING 


EQUIPMENT 


ALABAMA 


x 




x 


x 


x • 










X 


ALASKA 




NO TITLE XX DAY CARE 








NO TITLE XX DAY ' CARE 






ARIZONA 


X 


X 


X 


x 


X 


x 


x 




X 




ARKANSAS 


x 


x 


X 


x 


X . 




x 


X 


X 


X 


CALIFORNIA 


x 


x 


x 


x 


x 


,x 


x 


x 


X 


X 


COLORADO 


x 


X 


w x 


_ ■ 




_ _X_ 


X 






\> 


CONNECilCLT ' 


X 


x 




X 


>- 


£ 


x 




X 


x 


DELAWARE 


X 








x 


x 


x 






x 


O.C. 


x 


x V 


X 






x 


x 


\ — . — 




J* X 


FLORIDA 


x 


x 


x 




X_ 


X 


X 


x 


i 


^ — ^ 


GEORGIA 


x 


x 


x 




x 


x 


*x 


x 






x 


HAWAII 


x 


x 


X 






X 


x 


x 






IDAHO 


x 


x 








X 


_ x_ 








f ILLINOIS 


-X, 


x 


x 


.X 


x 


x 


X 1 


x 




X 


INDIANA 


x 


x 


x 




X 




x 










X * 


x 






X. 


X 


x 




V 


* — : 

X 


K*SAS 


x 


, .x_. 


x 


x ^ 


X. ._. 


.x 


. __x _ 


* X 


x 


x 


KENTUCKY 


x 


x 


X 




x 


r X 


/ x 


X . > - 




x 


LOUISIANA 


x 


X 


X 


x 


X 


X 


x 


X 


X 


x 


MAINE 


x 




x 




X ' 


X 


X 








MARYLAND 






REPORT ATTACH PD 








REPORT ATTACHED 






MASSACHUSETTS 


x 


x " 


* X • 




x 


* 






x 


x 


MICHIGAN 


x 


X 




x 


x 


x 


— 




X 


x 


MINNESOTA 


x 


x 


x 




X 


x 


X 








MISSISSIPPI 


x 


x 


x 




x 


* Xa 


Xa 


V - x 




.X 


MISSOURI 






NO REPORT • 










NO * REPORT 






MONTANA _A 


x 


x 






x 


»x : 










•NEBRASKA 


x 


x 






x 


x 


X 






x . 


NEVADA 


x ■ 


x 


x 


x 


X 


X 


X 






x 


NLW HAMPSHIRE 


x 


i X 


X 


X- . 


X 


X 


x 


5* 


— 


x 


NEW JERSEY 


** 


x 




x 


... x„ 












NEW MEXICO 






NO REPORT 










NO REPORT 




— — 


NEW YORK 


T 


X 


x 




x 




* x — 








NORTH CAROLINA 


x 


x 


X 




x 


x 


\ x* 


x 




x 


NORTH, DAKOTA 


x 


x 


x 


X 


x 


x 


x * . 


X 


x 


X 


*0HIO • 


x 


x 


x 


x 


X 




X 


x 


x 




OKLAHOMA 


Y 


x 


..X.._ .._ 


X . 


X * 




X 


X 


X 


\ ■ / 


"OREGON 


x 


x 


x 


x 


x 


n - 




X 


X 


jj , ^ 


PENNSYLVANIA 


X 


x 


x 


X 


. X 


. Y 


-A 


* 


x 




RHODE ISLAND 


x 


x 


' x 


x 


x 


Y 


X 


x- 


X 




■^feUTH CAROLINA 


« * 
Y 


x 


X 




x 


x 


x 


i * 






SOUTH DAKOTA 




x, 


x 




X 


x 


x 








TENNESSEE 




_ * 


'X 


x 


,. .X 


x 


x 






x 


TEXAS 




x 


l| 


x 


x 


jc_. 


x 


- x 


* 




UTAH ' j 


X 


* x 


x 


Y 




-IT X 


X 


x 


x 




VERMONT 


Y 


X 


X 


> 


X 




x 


X 




x 


VIRGINIA 


x 


x 


Y 


X 






x 


X 


x : 


x 


> WASHINGTON 


T 


T 


x 




x 


x 


x 


. X 




' x ■ 


VEST VIRGINIA 


x 


T 


Y * 




x 


X 


x 


x 




— x r 


WISCONSIN 




x 


' x 




X 


x 


x 






X 


WYOMING 


x 


x 






) 


. X 


• • X 








» . 

CS. TOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT y 


47 
100 


47 
100 


41 

87 « * 


26 
55 


44 
94* 


42 
89 


43 
92 


■ i, \ 


19 
40 


-* ; — 

83 

1 4 



« » FOR HOMES WITH 6 OR MORE CHILDREN . ONLY 




83 



62 



TABLE U: 



STATE 



SOCIAL SERVICES 
{TITLE XX FUND! 




T AND PROVISION. BY STATE AGENCY 
ERS ANa HOMES) 
CENTERS 



ASSURE 

REQUIRE » PROVIDE . CHILDREN 
INFORMATION INFORMATION RECEIVE 
TO PARENTS TO CENTERS SERVICES 



HOMES 



ASSURE 

REQUIRE PROVIDE CHILDREN 
INFORMATION INFORMATION RECEIVE 
TO PARENTS TO HOMES SERVICES 



ALABAMA 






X 








J> X 




X 




ALASKA ■ 










NO TITLE XX DAY 


CARE 












y 




Ya 








Yn 






CALIFORNIA- 










X 












♦COLORADO 










~x 




X* 




X 


X 








X 




X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


DELAWARE' {' 






4 
















D.C* 






X 




X 




X 


X " 


x- 


X 


FLORIDA 






X 




X 




X 




X 


X 


GEORGIA 






X 
















HAWAII 








* 






X 






X 


IDAHO 


ILLINOIS 


INDIANA 


















r 




IOWA 














X 






X 


KANSAS - 






X 




X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


KENTUCKY * 






X 








X 


X 


X 


X 


LOUISIANA 














X 






-X 


MAINE 






X * 




X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


MARYLAND 












HEPORT ATTACHED 








MASSACHUSETTS 






X 
















MICHIGAN . 




















^ X 


J4IMES02A 

MISSISSIPPI 














X 






X 


.MISS&URI 










NO 


X 

REPORT 


X 


X 


X 


MONTANA 




















X 


NEBRASKA 














X 






X 


NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 










X 




X * 


X 


X 


X 


NEW JERSEY 










x~ 




x 


X 


X 
X 


X 
X 


NEW MEXICO *=> ' 
NEW YORK 










no 


REPORT 








NORTH CAROLINA 






x 




2_J> 








X 


X 


X 
X 


NORTH DAKOTA 






v 








OHIO 














X 


0 X 


X 


X 


OKLAHOMA 






i 




X 




X 




X 


X 


OREGON » 




X 






X 


PENNSYLVANIA 






X 








X 


X 




X 


RHODE ISLAND 








— «- 


X 








X 


X 


SOUTH CAROLINA 






x 




X 






X 


X 


' X 


— 1 - 

X 


SOUTH DAKOTA 






X 




X 




X 


X 


X 


X 


TENNESSEE 






X * 




X 




X 


X 


X 


x- - 


TJUtAS 
UTAH 






1 


B— 








X 






VERMONT 






\ 




— 




X 




X 


X . 

X 


VIRGINIA * 














X 




_ X 


X 


WASHINGTON M 

tres* virginijP 










X 




X' . 




X 


X 












X 




X 





X 


X 


WISCONSIN 
WYOMING 




J 










X 






X 


4 

U.S. TOTAL % " * 
U.S. PERCENT 




* 


( 55 - 


* • ^26 
- ^55- 




35 
75 


19 
- 40 


X 

27 
57 


35 
75 



AT PKOVUIZK RfiQUEST 
• 



TABLE 12: PARENT INVOLVEMENT REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY STATE AGENCY 
■ vTIiLE aX FUNDED- -CtNTERS AND rtOMfcS) 



.CENTER REQUIREMENTS 



STATE 

» 

ALABAMA 



OPPORTUNITIES 
TO PARTICIPATE 
IN PROGRAM 
POLICY MAKING 



ALASKA 

ARIZONA ~ 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA , 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT'"' 



NO 



UNLIMITED 
ACCESS TO 
OBSERVE 
CHILDREN 

_'_X _ 

TITLE 



CENTERS 

PROVIDE 
INFORMATION 
AND T.A/ 



HOMES 



PROVIDE 
INFORMATION 
A2)D T.A. 



XX 



DAY_ 



DELAWARE 



DuC. 

FLORIDA' 



CARE 



X 
X 
X 
X 

~2T 



X 

X" 

r 



GEORGIA 



HAWAII 



IDAHO 



ILLINOIS 



INDIANA 



IOWA 



Kansas 



Xa 



KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE 



MARYLAND 



REPORT ATTACHED 



MASSACHUSETTS 


. X 


X 






MICdlGAH 






~~ ~" r ~ X 


"x ; 


MINNESOTA 

"KlTftftTS^I??! 


Xa 








• * 

JflSSOURI 


Y 


Y 

— - NO 


Y . 

REPORT 

Y 


x 


MONTANA 




X 


Y * ' 


NE3RA3KA , ~ 


NEVADA 




Y 







NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Y 






x * 


NEW JERSEY 


x 


X* 


X 




NSW MEXICO £ 




* NO 


REPORT 




NEW YORK 






X 




NORTH CAROLINA 


X 


X 




_ * 


HDKTH jArlOI'A 


x 


X 






OHIO 


X 


X 


. X 


— 1 - 

X 


OKLAHOMA 






X 


X 


OREGON 











PENNSYLVANIA 



SOUTH CAROLINA 



X 



X 



TENNESSEE 



TEXAS 



VERMONi 



VIRGINIA 



WASHINGTON 



X 

JL_ 



* X 

- 0C_- 

_ 



WEST VIRGINIA 



WISCONSIN 



WYOMING 



^S. TOTAL 
U.S. PERCENT 



• 22 
47 



27 
57 



.X_ 
33 
70 



28 
60 



a • IF 40 OR MORE CHILDRE^ 

•*: » c , 



8.5 



* 



TAflfcE 13: STATE MAX I HUM uROUP SIZE REQUIREMENT FOR TITLE XX A.*D n,..-:iTLE aX FUNDED CENTw^ bl Ml 



() - 6+ YEARS OLD) 



TITLE XX CENTERS 



NON-TITLE XX CENTERS 



SfAT£ t 


UNDER 

ONE 

YEaR 


OhE 
YEAR 


* 

TWO ' 
YcARa 


iHRt.E 
YEARS 


foJr 


SIX LNDLR 
FIVE Y£ARS ONE ONE TWu THREI FOUR 
YcARS AND pLDER YEAR YEaR tfEARS YEARS YEARS 


FIVE 
YEARS 


SIX 

YEARS 

AND : 0LDER 


ALABAMA 


la-6 


6 


6 


18 


18 


< 

13 16 l<f-6 6 b 18 18 


18 


16 


ALASKA 


> 


NO 


TITLE' 


XX 


DA i 


CARE NO TITLE X> DAY 


CARE 




ARIZONA 


N 


N 


H * 


N 


- N 


N «K N N S N N 


N 


N 


ARKANSAS 


N, 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N N N N N N ' N 


N 


N 


CALIFORNIA 


6 


6 


12 


16 


16 


16 14 N N N N . N 


N 


N 


Colorado 


N 


N 


N 


N 




N N • N N * N N N 


N 


N 


CONNECTICUT 


4 


4 


4 


13 


15 


15 15 N ^ N ,s » s N 


S 


N 


DELAWARE 




4 


4 


15 


2o 


2D 25 5 6 15 i5 20 


~20 " 


25 


D.C 


a 


8 


16 


16 


20 


25 30- 8 8- 1© 16 20 


25 


30 


frTORinA 

* LA? fV -L L//> , 


N 


N 


N 


K 


N 


' N < N * N N N *N 


N 


N 


GEORGIA 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


1 N * N N N N N 


N 


N 


HAWAII 


NC 


NC 


N 


N 




S SC - NC Nf N S 


N 


N 


IDAHO 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


__„ j l^„ N l__ n' n n n s 


N 




ILLI^IS 


6 


6 


8 


20 


20 


25 25" 6 6 " 8 ~"^Q 20 


25 


^5 


INDIAN* 




10 


15 


15 


15 


15 4 N 8 I0 > 15 15 15 


15 


N 


IOWA 




X s 


N 


.i 


N 


* \ 

* S ' N N N N N 




N 


KANSAS 


6 


12 


12 




18 


4.3 It> 9 1 2 " " " f 2 ^0 **" 20 


* 20 


32 


KENTUCKY 


. N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


*S S N N N N N 


S 




LOUISIANA 


N 


N 


N 


N 


S 


< V N N N N S N 


s 


S 


MAINE 


N 


N 


s 


S 




K N N N N N 


M 


s 



MARYLAND 






REPORT 


A1TACHED 












REPORT 


ATTACKED 






MASSACHUSETTS 


7 




9 20 


20 


3D 


jp 


;7~" 




V* 


* ""20 " 


~ Yo ~ " 


30 ___ 


30 


MICHIGAN * 


N 


N 


N N 


N 


N 




N 




" N 


N 


"s 


N 


N 


MINNESOTA 


8 


r4 


-14 15 


2u 


2D 


lb 


8_ 




" 20 


*H"j_o " 




20 " 


30 " 


MISSISSIPPI 


8. 


8 


* 8 i2 


Id 


13 


i6 


N 


N 


-III X 


^ ir_ii i 






N 










• 





















MISSOURI 








HO 


REPORT 




MONTANA 


U 




N 


N 


>i 


, -% N 


NEBRASKA * 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


S_ ' N " 


NEVADA 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


"n" . 


NEW MAMFSHiRE 


' 6 


8 


8 


N 


N ' 


_ sT "s" ' " 


riEW 'JERSEY 


6 < 


6 


12 


18 


18 


13 16 


NEW MEXiCO 








.-»0 REPORT 




NEW YORK 


12 


12 


18 


21 


24 


1*5 20 


NORTH CAROLINA 


5 


6 


7 


18 


20 


25_ 25 


NOKTH DAKOTA 


f! 


N 


N 


K 


N _ 


^f S ^ 


OHIu A ' 


6 


6 


12 


. i6 


If) 


, 16 14 


OKLAHOMA 


N 


N 


N 


N 


N 


M N 


OREGON 


6 


6 


12 


12 


1? 


__„13_1" 18 _'l 


PENNSYLVANIA 


N 






N 


N 


__\ " S 


RH^E ISLAND 


NC 




NC 


N 


N 


S * N r 


SOlTH CAROLINA 
SOpIJi DAKOTA* 


70 


N 

~ 20 


N 
20 


14 

20 


18 
20" 


_,I3 16 
2) 20 "" 


XEK^ESStE 
TEXAS' 


H 

^3 


s 

- 8. 


ji 
12 


- " 18 
18 


ii~ 

18 


j.8 ' " 18 

IB ^_ 16" " 


UTaH 






* *5 


~25" 


25 * 


^5 _ " 2~5 



NO REPORT 



N * J*^.. \ 


_N 


N N 




V" " J ^ N 


" N S ^ 


K . N 




N * ^ N N 




N N 




8 8" " "8 " 


N " " N 


N S 





12 

25*' 



12 

2^5 

"n 



18 

' N 



N 
NO_ 
^21 ' 

- " V 



REPORT 



_1_8_ 
N 



20 
S 



8 20 


20 


30 


30 • 


40 40 


N N 


K 


N 


N 


N * h 


8 _ 8 




20 


20 


30 30 * 


N * " V 




' n" 




" N N 


" N C" " " NT 








n N 




JO 
12 
NC 



S 
20" 
"16 

Vc 



_ N 

Yd 
iV 
^35" 
25 " 



N " 


N_ 






N 

if * 


N 

^ ^ ] 20 






N 

" Y6 




N 


» _ s 


8.4 


10*^ 


16.8 



s 

" 20" 
"Yd 1 
'35 

h 
~ N 
~" 20 
S 

".Jo." 

N 

19.6 



_N 

" 20_ 

^"35 
"25 

N 
N 

" "20 ' 

: - 2 !' 

N 



JO 
25' 
35* 



S 
N 
N 



N 
20 
25" 
35 _ 
25 



N 

JO * 

32"' 



19 9 



21 5 



25,0 



NO GROUP Slit RLOUfREHENl I 
NC « &JO CENTER CARE ALLOWED FuR THIS # AGE CHILD 
a* MAXIMUM GROUP SIZE FOR JHDR 6 VEEKS OLD 



ERIC 



0.- 



St; 



65 



TABLE 14: 



STATE MINIMUM STAFF/ CHILD RATIO, REQUIREMENTS FOR TITLE XX AND NON-TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS BY 
CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER) 

NON-TITLE XX CENTERS . 

TITLE XX CENTERS ( STATE LICENSING REQUIREMENT ) 



UNDER 



UNDER 



STATE 


pNE 
YEAR 


ONE 
YEAR 


TWO 
YEARS 


THREE 
YEARS 


• FOUR 
YEARS 


FIVE YEARS 
YEARS AND OLDER 


ONE 
YEAR 


ONE 
YEAR 


TWO 
YEARS 


THREE 
YEARS 


FOUR 
YEARS 


FIVE 
YEARS 


YEARS 
AND OLDER 


ALABAMA 


la-6 


6 


6 


9 


9 


' 9 


16 


la-6 


6 


6 


-9 


9 ' 


9 


16 


ALASKA 




NO 


TITLE 


XX 


DAY 


CARE 






NO 


TiTLh 


XX 


DAY 


CARE 




ARIZONA 


8 


10 • 


10 


15 


20 


25 


25 


8 * 


10 


10 1 


15 


20 


25 


£■ J 


ARKANSAS 


6 


6 


6 


5 


6 


6 


7 


6 


6 -9b 


9 


12 


15 


18 


25 


CALIFORNIA 


3 


3 


4 


8 


.8 


8 


14 




4 


12 


12 


12 


12 


1 2 


COLORADO 


5 


5 


5 


7 


10 


10 


13 


5 


t 


5-8c 


10 


12 


15 


15 


CONNECTICUT 


4 


4 


4 


7.5 


7.5 


7.5 


15 




b 










b ' ' 


DELAWARE 


la-4 


4 


4 


5 


7 


7 


10 




8 


8-l5c 


15 


20 


20 




D.C. 


4 


4 


4 -8c 


a 


10 


15 


15 


4 


4 


4-8c 


8 


' 10 


15 


* 15 


FLORIDA 


5 


5 


10 


10 


10 


10 


15 


5 


8 


12 


15 


20 


25 


25 


GEORGIA 


3 


3 


4 


5 


5 


c 
J 


\t 

n 


7 


9 


10 - 


15 


18 


18 




HAWAII 


NC 


NC 


10 


15 


20 


25 


25 


NC 


NC 


10 


15 


20 


25 


25 • 


IDAHO 


6 


j&-8c 


8 


10 


10 


10 


15 


6 


6-8c 


8 


' IP 

_ . trr 


10 


10 




ILLINOIS 


I 


6 


8 


10 


10 


25 


24 


b 


6 


* 8 


10 


10 


25 





INDIANA 1 


4 


4 


5 


10 


12 


15 


20 


4 


4 


5 


10 


12 


15" 


20' 


IOWA 


A* 


4 


6 


o 


12 


15 


15 


4 


4 


6 


8 


12 


15 


' 15* V 


KANSAS 


3 


J 


4-5c 


9 


9 


9 


16 


3 


3 


5 


10 


10 


10 




KENTUCKY 


6 


6 


8 


10 


12 


15 


15-20c 


6 


6 


8 


10 


12 


15 


15 -20c .V 


LOUISIANA 


i 6 


8 


12 


14 


16 


20 


25 ir 


6d 


8d 


12d 


14d 


16d 


lOd 


25d 


MAINE 


NC 


:*c 


10 


15 


15 


10 


10 


NC 


NC 


10 


15 


- 15 


*10 


10 ' 



MARYLAND 



REPORT ATTACHED 



REPORT ATTACHED 



MASSACHUSETTS \^ 




4 


4 


10 


10 


15 


15 


3 




4 - 


10 




15 


45 . ^ 


MICHIGAN K 




4 


4-10c 


10 


12 


12 


20 


4 


4 


4-10c 


10 


12 


12 


20 < 


MINNESOTA - 1 




4-5c 


5 


7- 


7 


7 


15 


4 


4- 7b 


7 


7-10c 




* 10 


25 « 


MISSISSIPPI 




4 


4 


6 • 


8 


9 


9 


N 


N 


K 


N 


N - 




N 



MIS SpUR I 



• NO REPORT 



NO REPOPT 



MONTANA 



lOe 



lOe 



lOe 



lOe 



lOe 



lOe 



NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 



lOe 



lOe lOe 



10b 



1-Oe 



lOe 



10 



10 



10 



12 



^5 



10 



10 



10 



12* 



4-6c 



5-8c 



10 



NEW HAMPSHIRE 



13 



13 



13 



20 



15 



6-8c 



10 ^~Ti' 



10 



i5 



1* 



20 



20 



NEW JERSEY 



3- 



NEW MEXICO 



10 



iO 



15 



16 



16 



NQ REPORT 



NO REPOFT 



NEW YORK 



_4-6c 5-6c 



10 



4-6c 5-6c 



\ 9 v go 

1 2 5f \*25f 



NORTH CAROLINA 



12 



15 



20 



8£ 



8f 



12£ 



15f 



. 20f 



M)RT)i DAKOTA 



10 



12 



12 



10 



12 




OHIO 



16 



8-10c 



10 



15 



15 



^0 



OKLAHOMA - 



4-6b 
rr* 



8 



1* 



15 



15 



20 



4-fcb 



12 



5 - 



1-5 



OREGON 



4-10c 



10 



10 



15 



15 



4-lOc 10 



J21 



15 



PENNSYLVANIA 



10 



10 



10 



12 



10 



*0* 



10 



RHODE' ISLAND 


NC 


NC 


NC 


10 


10 


10 


14 


NC 


w NC 


NC 


10 




^0 


1A 5 
































SOUTH CAROLINA 


4-og 


5-8*. 


7-12g 11-15* 


13-20c 15-252 


15-25* 


8 


8 


12 


15 




' '25 


1? 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


5 


5 


5 


8 


8 


8 


10 


5 


5 


5 


8' 




8 


10 


TENNESSEE 


4 


4 


4 


9 


9 


9 


18 


5 


5 


8 


■'8 ' 


ir 


25 


25 


TEXAS 


4 


4 


4 


9 


9 


V 9 


16 


6 


10 


13 


YL 


-# 




* 26* 


UTAH 


NC 


NC 


7 


15 


15 


20 


25 


NC 


NC 


7 


15 




1 20 


25 


VERMONT 


4 


4 


5 


10 


10 




12 


4 


4 


* 5 * 


— i — 

iq 


10 




-r- — — - 

< u: 


VIRGINIA 


4 


4 




15 


20 


20 


25 


4 


4 


10. * • 


10 


10 




. 25 - 


WASHINGTON 


5 . 


7 


f 7-10c 


10 


15 


15 


* 15 


5 • 


7 


7-lOc* 




rs 


<>* is. 


- 


WiST VIRGINIA 


4 


4 


8 


10 


12 


15 


16 


4 


4 


8 




- s 12 


15 


16 ' 


WISCONSIN 


3 


3 


4 


8 


8 


8 


14 


3 


4 4 


6-Sc 


10 


' 12 


16 


.16 


WYOMING 


5 


, 5 


8 


10 


15 


20 


25 


5 




' 




15 


■ 2d 


•vZ5 


U.S. MEDIAN 


3.7 


j 


5.8 


9.6^ 


9.9 


10.0 


14.7 

* 


4.6 




A9 1C 

* 4. ' 


.0 


U-9 


U.9j 


16.7 , 



N - NO STAFF/CHILD RATIO REQUIREMENT 
NC - NO CENTBR CARE ALLOWED FOR THIS AGE CHILD 

a - STAFF/CHILD •RATIO fOU UNDER, 6 WEEKS OLD * 

b - AT LEAST 2 ft STAF«WITM EACH CROUP; NO RATIO REQUIREMENT 

c - DIFFERENT AGE CATEGOItY DESIGNATION 



/ 

d - LICENCING 0fr,CE*frt$S US NOT, "MANDATORY 

e - AT LEA^f 2"$T4FF JJBST BE PRESENT Jfi THE CENTER 

f - i:io*Jto , wo re^ir£ment forIcentebs* WITH CESS 

THAN 30 'CHILDREiT ' - « ^ 4 

g - RATIO* VARIES /Will* ^PERCENTAGE yf Till/ XX CHILDREN 



ERLC 



66 



. 8.7.- 



TA&hZ ' 15: ^REGIVER I RAINING 


S1ATUS 


IN TIlLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES 


4 






\ 








CENTERS 




HOMES 


V 












UNCREDENilALED 




















CAREGIVERS 




CAREGIVERS 




CAREGIVERS 


■»> 


PROVIDE 




AVERAGE TIME OF 


REQEIVING TRAINING 


CAREGIVERS 'WITH 


RECEIVED TRAINING 


WITH 


STATE 


ORIENTATION (Z) 


ORIENTATION (HOURS) DURING PAST YfcAB(X) 


CREJENilALSU) 


DURINC PAST YEAR(X) 


CREDENTIALS (Z) 


' ALABAMA 


100 






14 


97 


16 


49 




io' 


aTKKA / 




NO TITLE 


XX DAY 


CARE 




NO TITLf 


XX day j:are 


ARI20NA 


NA 


• 


• 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


AkiiA^SAs 


99 






8 


88 


20 


57 




10 


CALIFORNIA 


100 


V 




8 


87 


37 


NA 




NA 


COLORADO 


94 






8 


26 


45 


48 




9 


cototcttcut" 


1 100 






NA 


100 


33 


100 




0 


DELAWARE 


iOO 


r 




9 


iU 


13 


19 




4 




100 






20 


36 1 


60 


100 




"0 


FLORIDA 


98 






8 


81 


22 


87 


* 


13 


' GEORGIA 


NA 






NA 


NA 


NA 


96 




NA 


haWaIi 


100 






15 


92 


62 








* IDAHO 


96 






8 


NA 


37 


27 






« ILLINOIS 


99 






.8 


79 


44 


SA 




2 


> INDIA!*' 


100 






3 


68 


21 


78 




22 


* IOWA , 


95 






9 


61 


41 


29 




22 


XAKSAS 


91 






8 * 


85 


35 


87 




3 


* * PNWCXY 


100 


* 




4 * 


85 ' 


18 


50 




11 


_ LOUISIANA 


' 100 






8 


55 


20/ 


12 




0 


.MAINE,* 


' 96 






12 


93 


¥ 


67 . 




18 


MARYLAND * 






REP0R1 


ATTACHED 


f 


REPORi 


ATI ACHED 


• : MASSACHUSETTS 


98 






12 


63 


51 


52 




5 


*f ^ MICHIGAN 


96 






4 


41 


37 


20 




11 


A _ ' \fINNESQIA 


- 100 






.NA 


100 


31 


NA 




NA 


flssissim 


LOO 






-20 


100 


36 


100 




0 


*, MISSOURI-*/ 




sr 


NO 


RZPORl 






NO 


REPORT 




' MONTANA * - 


iOO 






20+ 


j5 


AS 


46 




6 




T5A 






SA 


NA ' \ 


NA ^ 


NA 




NA 


* *. NEVADA, ' , 


* 100 








67 f 


25 


17 




17 


NER JiAMP^HlR? 


v - 97 






if— 


70 


55 


\ 43 




23 


NEW JtSSEY 


100 
— — -4- — 




» - -4 


20+ 


68 


46 


19 




4 


m * - NEW MEXICO 


.• t 




NO 


JtEPORT 






NO 


REPORT 




* YORK 










NA 


NA 


NA 




* NA 


NORTH CAROLINA 


* 100 


■ 




12 - 


81 


35 


89 . 






J^ORTH DAKOTA 


- 100 






10 * - 


87 


31 


33 







■ f » 




















• OHIO v i 


98 






3 ' 




2€ 


9 




0 


OKLyrcMA » 


96 






2 


37 


8 


17 




5 


OREGON * ' 


/ . *9 ' 






20+ 


51 


34 


27 




18 


?5NHSYl\JA2UA 


100* 






4tf 


* . 95 


NA 






HA 


* RHODE ISLAND 


* 100 , 






15 


98 ~ 


41 


31 




0 


CAROLINA 


* 100 






40 


- t 

**■ 100 


25 


100 ' 




0 


SOUTH DAKOTA 










• g 53 


19 


14 




9 4 


TENNESSEE 


\ T 100 




r * 


16 


• 91 80 


15 


100 




3 


* TEXAS 








15 


71 


1 ft 

X o 


86 




3J 


FTA8 


99 








44 


29 


57 ~ 




. 8 


( '* 9 ' — 1 * 










*rr ■ — 




*— 






« VEkwNT 


95 




* 


5' 


f •j' ' 60 


48 


39a 




8 


vTSC»Ia ' " 










* " *" 50 


32 


li 




12 


'WASHINGTON 








16 - 


' 65 . 


41 


48 




f6 


.>. tiesr'vo&nHA 








KA 


946 


NA 


100 




HA 










NA -* 


\ 100 


NA 


100 . 




NA 


, . wasM- — 


8? 






10 


* ■ ,.14 


26 


35 




11 ■* 


U.S. H2DIAX 


«99.9J* 






12.6 HOURS. 




35* 


51Z " 




8Z 








- «*■ 















NA - NOT AVAILABLE 

£~s&QM>Z$ tnuSDEKTIALED CAS^tViTRS * , 

V^'trfuB&S UNCBEDSNTIAIE^ A *D CRLOENTIALED CAfeCXVERS 




wo 



TABLE 16 : MEALS AND SNACKS PROVIDED TO CHILDREN BY CENTER AND HOME 
(PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) 



CENTERS (X) 



HOMES m 



ERLC 



STATE \ 


3REAKFAST 'SNACKS 


LUNCH 


• BREAKFAST 


SNACKS 


LUNCH 


ALABAMA ] 


62 


100 


100 




90 


96 


99 


ALASKA 






TITLE 




CARE 






ARIZONA ^ V 




" MA 


NA 




100 


100 


100 


AtttUiflSAS ^ 


0^79 ' < 


Uiiia 


qq 




Qfi 


100 


10Q - - 






-OOQ — 


100 — 




-NA 


— NA 


KA 


COLORADO J 


35 


96 


90 




77 


99 


97 


CONNECTICUT % 


\ 30 


iOO 


100 




NA 


100 


100 


DELAWARE 


)- 96 


1Q0 


100 




74 


96 


96 


D.C. i 


' 78 


81 


100 




88 


88 


iUU 


FLORIDA | 


77 


95a 


91 





"97 


"TOO - 


"IOO" — 


GEORGIA 


96 


mo 


inn 




100 : 


, 100 


100 _ 


HAWAII 


81 


100 


100 










IDAHO ' 


22 


inn 


AT 




47 


93 


6/ 


ILLINOIS 


Lfs 


100 


96 


- 


15 . 


95 


100 


INDIANA 


W 


— « — 


ion 


> 


78 


94 


95 


IOWA 





inn 


— ipn 




79 


97 


97 


KANSAS 


74 


QQ 


fRU 




72 * 


100 


100 


KENTUCKY 


A1 


99* 


inn 


- 


_£3 




100 


LOUISIANA 


7A 


98* 


inn 




45 


94a 


86 


MAINS 


W 


. inn 


inn 




81 


98 , 


99 


MARYLAND 




RKPflftT 








V 


MASSACHUSETTS 


' AO 


98a 


78 




74 


94a 


86 


MICHIGAN . 


AA 


98^ 


91 




75 


94a 


90 


MINNESOTA 




- -10B~ 


— 100 


— " 




NA 


NA 


MISSISSIPPI 


100 


100 


inn 




100-., 




100 


MISSOURI 






NO 


_ 

REPORT 




* 


MONTANA 


61 


87 


-It 




71 


100 


100 


I25RASKA 


1 NA 


*NA 






NA 


NA 


NA 


NEVADA 


S7 


100 


87 




50 


100 


67 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


*9 


88 


77 




78. 


. 95 


98 


HEW JERSEY 


100 


lob 


100 


- 


59 


83a 


80 


NEW MEXICO 






NO 


REPORT 








'NEW YORK 


NA ' 


NA 


HA 




NA 


NA - 


HA 


NORTH -CAROLINA 


73 


99 


73 




8,3 


97 ' 


98 . 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Vi 


100 


100 




83 


100 


100 


OHIO 


81 


98a 


98 




7? 


87a 


88 


OKLAHOMA 


Al 


100a 


100 




79 


97 


100* 


OREGON 


50 


100 , 








95 


100 


PENNSYLVANIA 


0 r 


91 


91 




MA 


10U 


iUU A 


RHODE ISLAND f 


40 


100 


100 




T7l 

/O 


87 


81 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


100 


100 


100 


• 


100b 


100 


10O 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


80 


98 


100 




35 


• 94 


' 8/ 


TENNESSEE 


100 


100 


100 




100 


100 


100 


"TEXAS 


8A 


100a 


99 




95 


— zz 





UTAH 


*o 


100 


. 99 






99 


95 


VERMONT 


A7 • 


92 


59 




61 


98 . 


' 92 


VIRGINIA 


65 -\ 


100 


100 




64 


89 


78 




59 k« 


► 100 


IOO* 




'62 


100 ■ 


— too 


WEST VIRGINIA 


40-4, 


100 


100 




HA™ ' 


HA 


»« » 


WISCONSIN 


NA 


* NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


; ha 


mroKiNC 






93 




4* . 


96 


-' .'96 1 


' U.S. MED IAN X 


68 


97. 


*94* 


-J— 

a — 


77 


96 


* ... 
94 , 


NA * NOT AVAILABLE , 




a - P,H. 


SNACKS ONLY 


INCLUDED ' 




i 

* - - DOES NOT APPLY 
— (NO TITLf XX HOMES) 


l 


b - UPON PARENT REQUEST 






■ 






J 


68 

* 




1 

/» 





TABU 17. HEALTH SERVICES REQUIREMENT AND PROVISION BY CENTERS AND HOMES (PERCENTAGE OP TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) 



CENTERS 



HfMES 



■* 










ASS IS 1 




















MAINTAIN 


PARENTS 


R£C£l Y£JL_IN FORMAT I ON 


REQUIRE 








WFAl TB 
QLALi fl 


REQUIRE 




HEALTH 


OBTAIN 


AND ASSISTANCE 


FROM 


HEALTH 




OCAH IBP 


STATE 


ASSESSMENT {%) 


IHMUNIZAiI0h(2> 


RiCOKDSlZ) 


SERVICES IX ) 


TIlLE AX AGENCIES (2 ) 


ASSESSMENTS; 


IMMUNISATION^ 


Al J. RAMA 


100 


100 




94 


89 


75 




97 




96 


ALASKA 




NO 


TITLE ' XX DAY CARE 






NO 


TITLE 






100 


100 




100 


NA 


NA 




100 






ARKANSAS $ 




100 




100 


85 


48 




57 




100 


CALIFORNIA' 


100 


100 




100 


100 


98 




NA 




NA 


UwLA/AAiA/ 


IKAJ 


100 




97 


f 

78 


J9 




'95 




89 




1 (V^ 
1W 


100 




100 


iOO 






100 




iOO 


DELAWARE 


i C\Ti 
tKAJ 


100 




100 


92 


31 




99 




100 


"D.C* 


100 


100 




" 100 


99 


100 




100 




100 


FLORIDA 


100 


100 




- 100 


94 


80 




100 




100 


GEORGIA 


100 


100 




NA 


NA 


NA 




91 




91 ^ 


HAWAII 




100 


\ 


78 


100 


83 






-7 


> 


IDAHO 




57 




83 


48 


61 




0 




33 


ILLINOIS 


99 


100 




100 


91 


45 




99 




100 


INDIANA 


100 


99 




100 


85 


*55 




62 




70 


IOWA 


" — 

' 100 


100 




97 


85 


41 




40 




/ 1 


KANSAS 


100 


100 




100 


93 


83 




100 




1 Art 




60 


99 




94 


63 


.44 




56 




100 


T SMI T g T lt!A- . . . _ 


■~— 109- 


100 




100 


1 80 


41 




100 




100 


MAINE 


100 


100 




100 


96 


i6 




92 




99 


ui dvi lurt 






REPORT ATTACHED 








REPORT 




nAwdAwtlwdb lid 


qO 

70 


97 




94 


92 


17 




69 




Aft 

Do f 


WTfTTTfiAW 
riAvSAuAJt 


99 


98 




98 


78 


51 




60 




CI 




100 


100 * 




100 


NA 


0 




HA 




NA 


MISSISSIPPI 


100 


100 




100 


100 


59 




100 




100 


MISSOURI 






HO 


REPORT 










HO 




MONTANA 


95 


95 




97 


82 ' 






56 




7 j 




HA 


HA 




NA 


NA 


HA 




HA 




HA * 


NEVADA 




100 




100 


91 


100 , 




100 




100 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


100 


100 




100 


88 


53 




93 




93 


UFW .TPS S FY 


?0 


89 




98 


90 


. 39 




V 35 




35 


HEW MEXICO . 






HO 


REPORT 











NO 


REPORT 


NEW YORK 


NA 


NA 




NA 


NA. 


HA* 




HA* 




HA 


J^QRTR CAROLINA 


100 


400 




100 


95 


" 87 


- t ■ 


100 




100 


KORTH DAKOTA 


100 


100 




100 


67 


67 




68 




100 


OHIO 


100 


100 




100 


100 


• 100 




<r. 




<tL 


OKLAHOMA 


5 


100 




• 100 


63 


65 




0 




100 


^ORECOS 


100 


100 




100 


83 J ~ 


61 




51 s 




55 


PENNSYLVANIA 


.83 


91 




91 


NA 


NA 




loop 




100 


RHODE ISLAND 


100 » 


100 




100 


IOO . 


' 100 








100 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


100 


100 




100 


100 


100 




too 




100 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


93 


100 




98 


77 


77 




46 




54 


TENNESSEE 


25 


100 




100 


100 


80 




100 




100 


TEXAS* 


95 


98 




100 


96 


88 




100 




98 


UTAH 


100 


100 


4 


100 


7a 


44 




32 




84 


VERMONT 


97 - 


100 




100 


71 


36 




84 




,96 


VIRGINIA 


100 


100 




100 


90 


~ 1 73 




-93 




90 


WASHINGTON 


wioo 


100 




100 


w — ~ 


'62 




100 




100 


WE$T VIRGINIA 


100 


100 




100 


NA 


100" 




1U0 




100 




100 


100 




100 


NA 


, -*A - 




100a 




100a 


WOMIBC 


67 


93 




87 


80 


53 




63 




*9r 


'U.S. MEDIAN X 


8* 


95 




99 9 


8b ' 


-63 




. 92 




9J 



NA • HOT AVAILABLE 
- - DOES NOT APPLY (NO TITLE XX HOMES) 
a - IP SERVING 4 OR MORE CHILDREN 



69 



90 



TABLE lb : SOCIAL SERVICES PROVISION BY CENTER (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS) 



, CENTERS j 

•RECEIVED INFORMATION 
I&R FOR ASSISTANCE FOLLOW-UP TO ASSURE AND ASSISTANCE FROM 
STATE PARENTS( Z) TO PARENTS*) PROVISION OF SEKVICESU ) TITLE XX ACENCYU) 



AL ABAMA. - 93 8b SO 151 



ALASKA ' 


NO 


TITLE 


XX 


DAY 


CARE 






ARIZONA f 


NA 


NA ' 






NA 




NA 


ARKANSAS 


91 








79 




64 


CALIFORNIA 


10U 


99 






y2 




98 


COLORADO 


95 


73 . 






65 




34 


CONNECTICUT 


100 


100 






100 




100 > 


PELAWARE 


98 


88 






80 




' 41 


D.C. 


100 


1 9b 






85 




100 


FLORIDA - 


95 


89 






80 




n 


GEORGIA 


NA 


NA 






NA 




NA 


HAWAII 


100 


10U 






100 




94 


IDAHO 


70 


0 






0 




52 


ILLINOIS 


90 


81 






79 




47 


INDIANA \ 


93 


86 






77 




58 


7 

IOWA 


y 

93 


89 






84 




• 

72 


KANSAS' 


98 


88 






-8* 




88 


KENTUCKY 


9J 


81 






74 * 




49 


LOUISIANA * 


91 


79 






83 




47 


MAINE 




87 






83 




J5 


MARYLAND 




•REPORT 


ATTACHED 






MASSACHUSETTS 


98 '* 


9* 






94 




46 


MICHIGAN 


82 ' 


67 






"64 




52 


MINNESOTA * 


1 HA 


NA' 






NA 




NA 


MISSISSIPPI 


100 ' 


100 






166 




56 


MISSOURI 


\ 




NO 


REPORT 








MONTANA 




" 68 






58 


r 


32 


NEBRASKA 


^ NA 


NA 






HA 




Na 


NEVADA 


96 


70 






91 




100 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


100 


84 






59 




53 


NEW -JERSEY 


p— — 


■ 87 






76 




43 


NEW MEXICO 






NO 


REPORT 








NEW YORK V 


NA 


NA 






NA 




NA 


NORTH CAROLINA 


NA 


NA 






NA 




NA 


NORTH DAKOTA 


100 


33 






33 


—8 


67 


OHIO 


100 


100 






100 




100 


OKLAHOMA 


83 


58 






55 




59 


OREGON 


* * 89 • 


89 






83 




67 


PENNSYLVANIA 


NA 


NA 






NA 




NA 


RHODE ISLAND 


100 


100 






100 




100 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


100 


100 






100 




100 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


91 


- 8b 






84 




77 


TENNESSFE 


100 


68 






• 7* 


* 


60 


TEXAS 


95 


88 






84 




83 


UTAH 


85 








74 




49 


VERMOJJT 


$0 


65 






64 


—4- 


44 


VIRGINIA 


98 


91 






72 




74 


WASHINGTON 


100 


67 






H 




64 


WEST VIRGINIA 


NA 


NA 






NA 




-166 


WISCONSIN 


NA 


NA 






u 




Na 


WYOMING 


33 


67' 










W 


U.S. MEDIAN X 


94 


' 85 






79 




63 



NA NOT AVAILABLE m 

i 



6 



76 



TABLE 19 : 



PARENT INVOLVEMENT IN- CENTER AND HOME ACTIVITIES * 
( PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX FUNDED CENTERS AND HOMES) 



CENTERS 



HOMES 



9 

:RIC 



STATE 


UNLIMITED 

ACCESS 

TO OBSERVE 

CHILDREN 


REGULAR PARTICIPATION 
EXCHANGE OF IN PROGRAM 
INFORMATION (X) POLICY MAKING (Z) 




noon DTI JMTTT PC 

TO OBSERVE 

\jllLLiUl\ZiVi \A) 


ALABAMA 


inn 


- 

4 100 


* 7S 




QQ 


ALASKA 


Eii. 


TITLE XX 


DAY CARK 






AHmWA 


/ WA 


MA 


NA 








9.7 








iOO 
NA 


CALIFORNIA 


IM 


— -94-- - 

iUU 


^ 

Sta 




COLORADO 




.as 


_ _ J^L _ 




97 

100 


CONNECTICUT 


IO0 


— IQQ 


100- 




.DELAWARE 


Oft 


100 


- &L . 




IQQ 

-LQJ3 _ - 


b.d. 


100 


inn 




FLORIDA 


95 


_$5 


- — 60--- - 




99 








GEORGIA 


"A 


MA* 


NA- 




IQQ — ' - 


HAWAII 


IQQ 


100 


OA 




IDAHO 


91 


' 100 






100 


ILLINOIS 




99 


64 




. _ 55 _ . 

AT 




INDIANA 


NA 


MA 


NA 


• — - - 


IOWA 


« 97 


98 


as 







KANSAS 


99 


100 


90 


■ 


$3 




98 


go 






100 


LOUISIANA 


It 


100 


A? 




1 nn ' 


MAINE 


mn 


inn 


Q1 






MARYLAND * 










MASSACHUSETTS 


OH 


100 


7? 




8R 


MICHIGAN 


100 


97 


54 




95 




NA. 


100 


15 




. . NA ' 




inn 


mn 


90 




160 


MISSOURI 




NO 


-REPORT 




• 


MONTANA 


NA 


NA 


NA * 




NA 


NEBRASKA 


NA 


NA 


NA ' 




NA' 


NEVADA • 


100 


100 


30 


C 


' , " 100 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


NA 


100 


NA 


\ 




HEW JERSEY * 


70 


99 # 


90 




83 


NEW MEXICO * 




NO 


REPORT 






NEW YORK 


NA 


HA ^ 


- .NA". " ' 




" " NA 


NORTH CAROLINA 


100 


99 


79 




v > '9J 


H6MH DAKSTA 




mo, . 


100 




\ 100 " 


OHIO 


100 


100 


NA 




\ NA 


OKLAHOMA 


96 ' . 


97 * 


* ' 40 




\ M 


ORSGOK 


**00 


100 


100 




\ 75 ,„ 


PENNSYLVANIA 


NA 


95 


NA 




N NA 


RHODE -ISLAND 


mo 


inn 


100 




100 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


inn, 


inn 


91 






SOUTH DAKOTA 


100 


100 ■ 


65 




loo V 


TENKSS^S 


100 


100 


77 


» 


100 - 


TEXAS 


98 


100 


81 




^166 


OM . 


inn 


100 


53 






VERMONT 


95 


97 


69 




92 


VIRGINIA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


WASHINGTON 


Q7 


. 100 


45 




loo . • * 


WEST. VIRGINIA 


NA ' 


100 


NA 




100 




100 


100 


NA 




100 


WYOMING 


Q1 


100 


47 




W 


U-S. MEDIAN % 


^ 95 


100 


73 




95 



NA - NOT AVAILABLE v 
- - DOES 'NOT APPLY 



71 

92 



TABLE 20: AVERAGE ACTUAL GROUP SIZE IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT* CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (0-6)** 



STATE 

ALABAMA 
ALASKA 



NU N- WAIVERABLE CENTERS 
UNDER THREE 
TWO . TWO TO SIX 
YEARS YSARS YSARS 

7a 11a 11a 



W AIVERABLE CENTERS *** 
UNDER THREE 
TWO TWO TO SIX 
YEARS YFARS JaARS 



7a 11a 



aaaa ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 



NO 



TITLE 



XX 



D4Y CARE 



J CALIFORJilAjtb) 
' COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 



H.7 



6.q 3 s 



**** 



DELAWARE 



D.C. 



FLORIDA 



9 . ft 10.4 t7.fr 



7.4 9,6 11.0 



8.1 8.4 11.9 



J t . 



**** 
**** 



GEORGIA 
HAWAII 



IDAHO 



7.7 10.9 14 . 3 



9.8 13.2 



5-7 12.4 



IOWA 





VA*JQ A 1 ? 


5.9^ 


8.9 


10 . 5 


4.8 


7.^ 11 .6 _ 




KENTUCKY 


Q 7 


1Z 


11.3 


j 6.6 


9. * 12 .4 ' , 




LOUISIANA 


8. 7 


10.9 


12.7 




i a 1 1 < 

1U 11 . J 




MAINE 






13 








MARYLAND 








REPORT ATTACHED 








i 'X 

i • j 




11.0 


7 . 1 


9.2 9.4 -v 


AAAA 












- - — X - 


A AAA 














AA AA 


MISSISSIPPI 










* 




MISSOURI 








NO REPORT 1 






MONTANA 


6 


8.6 


12.4 


j — i ~ 






NEBRASKA 






NA 




NA NA 




NEVADA 


— I 




7 

j . 


■■ ■ - * ^jJ? 


1 / u ^a^_o o 
X 4 . o i 


AAA A 


NSW HAMPSHIRE 












NEW JERSEY 


9 


13.3 


16.3 


NA 


NA / NA 




NEW MEXICO 








NO REPORT ^ 




AA AA 


NEW YORK 














NORTH CAROLINA 


7.7 


8 


U,4 


- ' 7.; - 


7.K 9.1 


AAA A 


NORTH DAKOTA 














OHIO 


0 


9 " 


17. $ 




ft / 11 1 


A AAA 


OKLAHOMA 












A AAA 


OREGON 












Pennsylvania 




NA 


NA 


NA 


NA NA 


AAA A 


RHODE ISLAND 












AAA A 


SOUTH CAROLINA 












AA AA 


SOUTH DAKOTA 








5* 1 






TENNESSEE 


7.9 


7,/ 


12,4 


NA 


NA NA 




TEXAS 


8 


9.7 


li.2 


7.7 


H 13,9 " 


AAA A 


UTAH 














VERMONT 


7.3 


6.7 


lu.4 


t 

4 


12.5 11.6 


»t AA* 


VIRGINIA* 












AAA A 


WASHINGTON 














WEST VIRGINIA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA NA 4 f 


A AAA 


WISCONSIN 














WYOMING 


I 


I 


I 


I _ 






U.S, MEDIAN 


b.O 


9,6 


12.2 


7.2 


9.2 10.3 ' / 




* HHS REQUIRED 


GROUP SIZE 




***CENTER WITH NOT MORE 


THAN 20 PERCENT OR 10 1 



UNDER TWO YEARS 6* 
TWO* YEARS * — 12 

THREE TO SIX YEARS — 18 

**S AMPLE SI ZE* FOR SCHOCfc AGE 
CHILDREN ^DO SMAL'L FOR 
RELIABLE ESTIMATE 

V . 72 



(WHICHEVER 1^ LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN, 

****REIMBUR$g ON ATTENDANCE BASIS ONLY 

*NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) 
- * DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED) i 
I * INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE \ 
a * DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 
b - CROUP DEFINITION NOT COMPARABLE 



TABLE 21: AVERAGE ACTUAL GROUP^SIZE ATTENDANCE BASED* CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (6-6)** 



NON-WAIVERABLE 


CENTERS 


WAlVERABLE CENTERS*** 




UNDER 




THREE . 


UNDER 




THREE 


<• 


TWO 


TWO 


TO SIX 


* TWO 


TWO 


TO SIX 


STATE * 


YEARS 


YEARS 


YEARS * ' f 


YEARS 


YEARS YEARS 


AT k T> A tl A 

ALABAMA 


7a 


10a 


Him 

lua 


7a 


TOa 


iua 


ALASKA 






NO TITLE XX 


DAY CARE 




ARIZONA* 


NA 


NA 


NA 


"X NA 


NA • 


NA 


**** A^jW^aS-- _ . _ 




























**** COLORADO 










• 


, — . — _ . 


CONNECTICUT 






14 




- 




**** DELAWARE 














**** D.C. 




* 








V 


FLORIDA 


9.5 


*9,6 


lift 


I 


I 


I 


x x x x ^PrturTA 

**** Oc.UKui.A 












■* 


**** HAWAII 














IDAHO 






- 


4 


9 


17 


ILLINOIS 


6.6 


9,2 


11.6 


S 3 


* ft ^ 


1 < ft 


INDIANA 


7.7 


9 4 


14 X 


7 


T 


T 


IOWA 


7.4 


7. a 


11.3 


. 5.7 


7.3 


9.9* i 


**** KANSAS 














KENTUCKY 


ft. A 




14. S 


in'T"" 


Ml". 7 


" ~< r" ; 


**** LOUISIANA 














**** MAINE 










4 






MARYLAND 






REPORT ATTACHED 






**** MASSACHUSETTS 














MICHIGAN 


S.5 




15.4 


5.6 " 


10~9 


12^ 


• MINNESOTA 


NA, 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




MISSISSIPPI 


4.3. 


6.7 


11.7 








MISSOURI 






Nn pppnpx 






'3 . - 


MONTANA 


NA 


4.2 


7.8 


NA 


3.7 


8.5 


NE3RASKA 


N'A 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


**** NEVADA 














NEW HA>TPSHTP«: 


4 


ft 


1? 4 


3.6 


5.8 


11.2 


**** NEW JERSEY 


N£W MEXICO 






NO REPORi 








NEW 'YORK 


N'A 


NA 


NA 








****,NORTH CAROLINA 














NORTH DAJ^pTA 


9b_ 




7 5 


5-5 . 


7.5 


1 < 


OHIO 


7.7 


9.C 


12.7 


f < . 1 


7 0 


P." 


OKLAHOMA 


fi.9 


9.6 


12.4 


7 


10.9 


14.6 


OREGON 




6 . 


12.5 


6.2 


7.8 


14.8 


**** PENNSYLVANIA 


RHODE ISLAND 






12.6 , . ... 






T 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


NA 


N'A 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


7 


1Q 


13 


7 


9 


10 


**** TENNESSEE 


****TEXAS 


UTAH 


7.. 




14 7 


N/r 




1.3.7 


****VERMONT 














VIS5IMH " ' 


H.6 




15,5 


7.2 


9.3 


13,1 


WASHINGTON 


8,6 


9.6 


11.2 


7.2 


8,5 


10.1 


WEST VIRGINIA 


NA * 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA * ' 


WISCONSIN 


NA 


NA 


NA 


. ... NA._._ 


NA 


NA 


WYOMING 


I 


I 


I 




I 


I • 



U.S. MEDIAN 



6.8 8.0 U,f> 



* HHS P3QUIRED GHQU? SIZE 
DKDER TWO YEARS — 8 
TWO YEARS * —-12 

THRtfE TO SIX YEARS — 16 - 



6,7 8.0 12.6 



****R£IMBI *<T ON ENROLLMENT BASIS ONLY 



NA * NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) 
- * DOES -NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED) 
I - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE 
a « DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND < 
N0N-WAIVER4BLE CENTERS 
* b - ONLY ONE CENTER * 

***A CENTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 
10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED^ CHILDREN^ 73 

s 



**SAMPLE SIZE FOR SCHOOL AGE 

CHILDREN TOO SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE 



'93 



TABLE 22: PERcStAGE OF GROUPS IN NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS BELOW HHS GROUP SIZE REQUIREMENTS 



1 

GROUPS ' 

STATE ' BELOW {%) 



ALABAMA 




27 










ALASKA 




NO TITLE XX DAY 


CARE 








ARIZONA 




- N 










ARKANSAS 




13 








— / 


CALIFORNIA 




31 










COLORADO 


i 


* * 










CONNECTICUT 




0 - 






2 




DELAWARE - 




58 











D*C. 




16 V 










FLORIDA 




24 




• 






CEORGIA 




19 










HAWAI I 




13 










IDAHO 














ILLINOIS 




26 










INDIANA 




30 










IOWA 




18 










KANSAS 




12 






* 




KENTUCKY 




21 










LOUISIANA 




28 




j 






MAINE 




89 










MARYLAND 


A. 


REPORT ATTACHED 










MASSACHUSETTS 




12 










MICHIGAN 




35 










MINNESOTA 














MISSISSIPPI 




b 










MISSOURI 




NO REPORT 










MONTANA 














NEBRASKA 




NA 










NEVADA 




56 











NEW HAMPSHIRE . 25 



NEW JERSEY 


22 




NEW MEXICO NO 


REPGft'T 




' NEW YORK \s 


NA 




_ JORTrf CAROLINA 


'56 




^^-A'CRTH da*:ota\ . 


*25 ' 




OHIO 


— lif 


. «» _ _ — 


OKLAHOMA * - 


26 L 




OKl'GON 


0 




PENNSYLVANIA ' 


NA • 




KHODE ISLAND 


14 




SOUTH CAROLINA 


NA 




SOUTH OAVOU 


12 




ItNXFSSCh 


15 




VWS * 22 


UTAH U • 




11 




vt'-mhs'ta 


24 




^ :r'<;- <A . 


. 27 




NA 

X \ J 




1.5, MEDIAN (?) 


21-6 


• 


NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) ' 
- « DOES NOT APPLY (NO NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS) 


» 





I - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE 




74* 



35 



TABLE 23: AVERAGE ACTUAL CENTER LEVEL STAFF/CHILD RATIOS IN SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT* 

TITLE XX FUNDED CENTCRS^BY CHILD AGE (CHILDRBft PER CAREGIVER AGES 0-6**) 



NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 



WAIVERABLE CENTERS*** 



STATE 
ALABAMA* 



ALASKA 



**** ARIZONA 



UNDER 
TWO YEARS 

Aa 



TWO 
YEARS 

A- 8a 



THREE TO 
SIX YEARS 

8a 



UNDER 
TWO YEARS 

Aa 



TWO 
YEARS 

A-8a 



THREE TO 
SIX YEARS 

8a 



NO 



TITLE 



XX 



DAY 



CARE 



ERIC \ 



•ARKANSAS 


5.3 




6. A 


5.3 


5 


10.5 




CALIFORNIA 


3. A 




7. A 










'COLORADO 


3.5 


— s 

A. 5 


7.6 


A.l 


A. 8 


11.2 




**** CONNECTICUT , 


DELAWARE * 


3 


2.7 


6.8 


6 


5 


6.9 




> D.C. 


2.8 


3.9 


7.5 


I 


I 


I 




**** FLORIDA 


GEORGIA 


A. 2 


5.2 


9.7 


7.A 


7.2 


13.5 




HAWAII 




2. A 


6.1 










**** IDAHO 


**** ILLINOIS 


**** INDIANA 


**** IOWA 


KANSAS 


2.8 


A. 8 


5.8 


* 3.3 


A. 5 


6.2 




KENTUCKY 


A. 7 


5.6 


7.6 


A. 9 


*6.5 






t LOU IS IAN A 


A. 2 


6.3 


11 


3.8 


- 5.3 






'ylAINE 


2 


5.7 


8 










MARYLAND 






REPORT 


ATTACHED 








MASSACHUSETTS 


3. A 


A.l 


6.8 


2.9 


3.7 


6.5 


s 


**** MICHIGAN 


***** MINNESOTA 


**** MISSISSIPPI 


MISSOURI 


✓ 




NO 


REPORT 








MONTANA 


3.8 


3.6 


8. A 




2.6 


3.8 




NEBRASKA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NEVADA 


I 


I 


I 


A. A 


7.1 


10.5 




**** NEW HAMPSHIRE 


NEW JERSEY 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NEW MEXICO 






NO 


REPORT 








-**** NEW YORK 
















NORTH CAROLINA 


A.*5 


5.6 


7.8 


7. A 


7 


10 




**** NORTH DAKOTA 








f * 








OHIO 


3.2 


3.S 


7.0 


4.0 • 


*\ '* 


5./ 




**** OKLAHOMA 


**** OREGON . 


PENNSYLVANIA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 




**** RHODE ISLAND 








a 








**** SOUTH CAROLINA 
















**** SOUTH DAKOTA 


TENNESSEE 


A. 6 


5.1 


8.8 


' NA 


NA 


NA 




TEXAS 


5 


A. 9 


9.2 


2.3 


A. A 


8.3 




**** UTAH 


VERMONT 


2 


ft 

5.2 


5.3 


2 " 


2. A 


7.3 




**** VIRGINIA 


i 






*> 








**** WASHINGTON 


WEST VIRGINIA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




**** WISCONSIN 


WYOMING 


I 


I 


I 


I 


I 


I 




U.S. MEDIAN 


3.7 


A. 5 


7.6 - 


A.l 


5.0 


8.5 





* HHS REQUIRED RATIOS 

UNDER TWO YEARS —1:3 

TWO YEARS — IjA a 

THREE TO <5IX YEARS 1:? 

** SAMPLE SI2E FOR SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN 
TOO SMALL FOR RELIABLE ESTIMATE 



*** A CENTER WI^ NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT OR 
10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED CHILDREN 

***** REIMBURSE ON ATTENDANCE BASIS ONLY 

NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) ' / 
- - DOES NOT APPLY (NO CHILDREN SERVED) 
I - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE 

.a - DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND * * 

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 



75 



96 



TABLE 24; AVERAGE ACTUAL CENTER LEVEL STAFF/CHILD RATIOS ATTENDANCE BASED* TITLE XX 
" FUNDED CENTERS BY CHILD AGE (CHILDREN PER CAREGIVER, AGES 0-6**) 



STATE 
ALABAMA 



NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 



UNDER 
TWO YEARS 

3a 



TWO THREE TO 
YEARS SIX YEARS 



-3- 7a 



7a 



WAIVERABLE CENTERS*** 



UNDER TWO 
TWO YEARS YEARS 



3a 



3- 7a 



THREE TO 
SIX YEARS 

7'a 



ALASKA * 



NO 



TITLE 



XX 



DAY 



CARE 



ARIZONA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



NA 



****ARKANSAS 



****CALIFORNIA 



****C0LORADO 



CONNECTICUT 



**** DELAWARE 
****p.C. 



2.4 



2.4 



6.4 



FLORIDA 



4.2 



5.9 



8.6 



****GEORGIA 



****HAWAII 



IDAHO 



ILLINOIS 



3.8? 



4.9 



2.5 



4.1 



8.-4 



INDIANA 



4.6 



8.1 



4.6 



4.8 



IOWA 



****KANSAS 



3.0 



3.5 



6.5 



2.9 



6.8 



TTF 



KENTUCKY 



4.3 



5,6 



7.2 



5.2 3 



6.1 



****LOUISIANA 



****MAINE 



MARYLAND 



REPORT ATTACHED , 



ERLC 



****MASSACHUSETTS 



****TENNESSEE 



****TEXAS 



MICHIGAN 


2.4 


) 3.5 






2.5 


4.2 


6.8 


MINNESOTA 


NA 


NA 


NA V 






NA - 


NA / 


MISSISSIPPI 


2.8 


3.2 


5.5 * 






V 




MISSOURI 






NO 


REPORT 








MONTANA 




2.2 


3.9 




I 


2 


4.7 ' ' . > 


NEBRASKA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




,NA 


NA 


NA 


****NEVADA - 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


2.2 


3.6 


6.5 




3.2 


2.3 


6 


****NEW JERSEY 


NEW MEXICO 






NO 


REPORT 








NEW YORK 


NA 


NA 


NA 










****NORTH CAROLINA 















» t 


NORTH DAKOTA ^ 


2.4 


3.. 6 


7.2 




3 


4 


5.6 ' . 


OHIO'* 


2.3 




4.^ 




^.6 


. 3 .3 




OKLAHOMA 


5.3 


5.3 


.9.4 




4.4 


- 6 


8.9 * 


OREGON 


5.3 


4.5 . 


4.6 




3.2 


3.9 


6.5 


****PENNSYLVANIA 


RHODE ISLAND 






5.3 








I 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


NA 


- NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


NA / 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


2.6 


4 


7.4 




3.7 


3.7 


8.6 



UTAH *w 


*6.3 


5.4 


10.4 




3.5 


5.2 


10.8 




*VERMONT 
















, f 


VIRGINIA 


3.5 


6 


9.2 




3.2 


5.2 


9.3 




WASHINGTON 


4.2 


4 


7.7 




3.4 


4.3 


7.8 * 




WEST VIRGINIA 


NA 


NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


NA 




WISCONSIN 


NA ■ 


NA 


NA 




NA 


NA 


NA 




WYOMING * 


I 


I 


I 




I 


I 


I 




~- t — ■ 






6.8 ' 












U.S. MEDIAN 


3.0 


4.4 




. 3,2 


4.0 


*6.9 , 





; -vf / 

* HHS REQUIRED RATIOS 

UNDER TWO YEARS —1:3 

TWO YEARS — 1:4 

THREE TO SIX YEARS —1:8 



** SAMPLE SIZE FOR'SCHOOL AGE 
CHILDREN TOO SMALL ft>R / 
RELIABLE ESTIMATE 



*** A CfeNTER WITH NOT MORE THAN 20 PERCENT 
OR 10 (WHICHEVER IS LESS) HHS FUNDED 
CHILDREN 

**** REIMBURSE £N ENROLLMENT ONLY 

NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) 
- « DOES NOT APPLY (Np CHILDREN SERVED). 
T - INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE 
a « DID NOT SEPARATE WAIVERABLE AND 
# 76 NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 
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TABLE 25 J 



CENTER -STAFF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ACTUAL PRACTICE AND HHS 
REQUIREMENTS /ADDITIONAL PTE CAREGIVERS NEEDED) 
* - ' * 

NON-WAIVERABLE CENTERS 

* ! TWO 



UNDER 
TWO 



YEARS 
AND 



STATE 




YEARS 

* 


OLDER 








ALA RAMA 




21a 


16a 








ALASKA 




NO TITLE 


XX DAY 


CARL 






ARIZONA 




NA 


NA 








ARKANSAS 




22 


6 








CALIFORNIA 




26 


86 








COLORADO 




22 


72 








CONNECTICUT 




0 


0 








DELAWARE 




15 


11 








D.C. 




4 


21 








FLORIDA 




2Q2 


284 








GEORGIA , 




) 

42 


.100 








HAWAII 


> 


- 


2 








IDAHO 














ILLINOIS 




140 


322 






INDIANA 




4 


106 




f 


IOWA 




5 


12 






KANSAS 




12 


12 








KENTUCKY 




92 


63 






— « 


LOUISIANA 




IST*" 


43 








MAINE 




- 


0 ■ 








MARYLAND 




REPORT 


ATTACHED ' 








MASSACHUSETTS 




17 


92 








MICHIGAN 




12 


64 








MINNESOTA 




NA 


' NA 








MISSISSIPPI 






.0 








* 

MISSOURI 




NO 


REPORT 








MONTANA ~ 




2 


10 








NEBRASKA . 




NA 


NA 








NEVADA 




? 


/o . 








NEW HAMPSHIRE 




. 0 


o 








J 

NEW JERSEY 




NA 


NA 








NEW MEXICO 




NO 


REPORT 








NEW YORK 




HA 


NA 






NORTH CAROLINA 




10A 


129 




V 


NORTH DAKOTA 




o 


0 








OHIO 




13 


22 








OKLAHOMA 






. \7A 








OREGON 




1 








\ 


PENNSYLVANIA 




NA 


NA 






• 


RH&DE ISLAND 




- 


o 








SOUTH CAROLINA 




NA 


NA. 








SOUTH DAKOTA 




4 


9 








TENNESSEE » * 




100 


US 








TEXAS 




' 405 


286 








'UTAH 


• 


1 


61 








VERMONT 




0 


4 








VIRGINIA 




- 10 


153 








WASHINGTON 




37 


43 








WFST V)KGINTA 




NA 


NA 








WISCONSIN 




NA 


NA 




—i — 




WVOMTNG 




1 


I 








U.S. TOTAL 




1.789 


2,455 




f 





NA - NOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) v 

- « DOES NOT APPLY 

(NO CHILDREN SERVED) 



T <- INSUFFICIENT SAMPLE SIZE 

a - WAIVERABLE AND NON-WAIVERABLE COMBINED 
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TABLE 26:^ CENTER STAFF DIFFERENCES .BETWEEN ACTUAL PRACTICE AND HHS 
, - * REQUIREMENTS (SURPLUS FTE CAREGIVERS) * 



non-waivera S le centers _^ 



STATE . 
'ALABAMA 








UNDER 

TWO 

YEARS 


TWO > 
YEARS ( 
AND - 
OLDER 

19a . 






• * 

1 


ALASKA * t 








NO TITLE XX 


IJAY CARE 








ARIZONA 








NA 


NA 








ARKANSAS 








er 


55 








CALIFORNIA 








12 


863 








COLORADO 


c 






■ ■ ? 

2 


265* 








CONNECTICUT 








1 


236 








DLLAWARE 








6 


69 








D.C. 








5 


187 








FLORIDA 








54 


409 




* 


* 


i 

GEORGIA 








1 13 


17GL 








HAWAII 








- 


39 








IDAHO 








- 


- 








ILLINOIS 








37 


912 








INDIANA 








15 


161 






• 


IOWA 








1 


* 130 








KANSAS 








. 6 


314 








KENTUCKY 








10 


96 








LOUISIANA^ 








32 


156 








MAINE 










• 78 









MARYLAND — s 




' * REPORT 


ATTACHED 








MASSACHUSETTS 




37 


739 








MICHIGAN 




73 


* ££2 








MINNESOTA 




' ■ NA 


Sa 








MISSISSIPPI 




il 


ill 








MISSOURI 




NO 


REPORT 








MONTANA 




1 


122 








NEBRASKA 




NA 


NA 








NEVADA 




0 










NEW 'HAMPSHIRE 




v 










NEW JERSEY . 




NA 


NA 








NEW MEXICO 




■ NO 


REPORT 








NEW YORK 




MA , 


NA 








NORTH CAROLINA 




is 










NORTH DAKOTA 


* — 


1. 


4 








OHIO 




34 


"357 








OKLAHOMA ' 






277 - 








OREGON 




o 


2 








PENNSYLVANIA 




N* 


NA 








RHODE ISLAND 






212, . 








SOUTH CAROLINA 




NA 


' NA 








SOUTH DAKOTA 




9 


8 






... -/ 


TENNESSEE 




-i 


290 .. 








TEXAS 




/ 63 


749 








UTAH 




.0 - 


36 








VERMONT 


m 


23 


128 " 




* 




VIRGINIA 




. 10 


165. ■ 








WASHINGTON 




10 


' 76 








WEST VIRGINIA 


1 


NA 


NA 









WISCONSIN 
WYOMINC 



U.S 1 . TOTAL 



NA 



. I 



550 



NA *jtNOT AVAILABLE (DID NOT SURVEY) 



8.201 



DOES NOT APPLY 

(NO CHILDREN SERVED) 



<2r 



, I - IN SUFFICES! SAMPLE SI2fc 

. a - WAIVERABLE AND*NON-WAIVERABL£ COMBINED t 
UNDER TWO-YEAR OLD AND TWO YEARS AND-* 
OLDER fc6MBINED * . ' 
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TAB^E 27 1 PRE-SCHOOL CHIL& ENROLLMENT IN HOMES DURING MORNING HOURS 
f (PERCENTAGE OF TITLE XX HOMES) 

f TWO TO * FOUR TO ' SEVEN TO 



stIte * 


ONE 
CHILDf 


THREE ♦ 
CHILDREN^) 


FIVE 

CHILDREN (T\ 


SIX* 


TWELVE 


ALABAMA, a 


21 


32 


32 


2 ' 


» 2 


ALASKA 




NO TITLE 


XX DAY 


CARE 




ARIZONA Jfl> # 


NA 


NA # 


NA 


NA 


NA* 


AKiLVoAS 


0 


9 


48 


it 


26 


CALIFORNIA 


NA 


NA 


iH 1 

NA 


'VI A" 

\ NA 


NA 


COLORADO 


4 


4 27 


48 


^ 


S 


CON'NtCTICUT ^ 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


NA 


DELAWARE 


17 


24 ' 


40 


2 


• 4 


D.C. . ff 


7 


48 


45 


0 


0 


FLORIDA » 


o 




99 ' 


o 


o 


GEORGIA 


0 


9 ' 


48. 


35 




HAWAII 




- 


- ( 


- 


- 


1 DAI 10 1 


13 


20 


20 * a 


27 


20 


ILLINOIS 


2 


• 20 ' 


42 


23 


13 


INDIANA 


* 0 


13 




9 


52 


IOWA 


8 


• 

29 


V 40 


17 


6 


KA^^S 


10 


22 i 


47 


14 


7 


KENTUCKY** m 


: a 


0 


• * 11 


17 


72 ' 


LOUISIANA 


22 


53 


* ' >6 


3 


6 




1 


2 7 


i..' * 43 


17 


12 


MARYLAND 


# 


REPORT 


ATTACHED 






MASSACFV SETTS 


* » 18 


28 


36 , 


16 


2 


MICHIGAN a » 


14 


Jo 




8 


5 


MINNESOTA 


.NA 


Ha 


NA 


, NA* * 


NA 


MISSISSIPPI 


' * » 0 


13 


87 


0 * 


— ) 

0 


MISSOURI 


, w 


NO 


REPORT 






MONTANA ' 


21 


26 


23 


23 


7 


NEBRASKA 





NA-* 


.NA 


NA 


«NA 


NEVADA x 


0 


0 


33 


50 


17 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


0 


* 33 


20 


25 


22 


* 

#EW JERSEY 


13 


* 

' 34 




4 


— g 

26 * 


NEW MEXICO* 






^REPORT 




v— 

— 


NEW YORK 


NA 


■<o NA — - 

^- J NA 


NA 


NA 


NA ' 


NorvrH carol r; A 


7 


5 36 





2 


3 


NORTH DAK07\ 


0 


33 


50 


17 


0 


OHIO 


5 


14 * 


• 

53 


* 

26 


2 


OKLAHOMA 


5 


38 




0 * 


0 ^ 


OREGON' b 


8 


. 33 


22 


6* 




?FSNSYLVA\'I \ 




NA 


NA 


NA 


3 


'KH0D~ ISLAND a * 


14" 


25 


20 


0 


1 


SOUTH CAPO! IN'^ 


0 . 


* 0 


100 


> 

0 


0 


SOrTH DA KO"; v ' 




20 


24 


10 


24 


TEI.XESS1 L b 


1 u -2 


28 » 


43 


3 


20 


TKXAS 


1 


42 


49 


7 


1 


UTAH 


1 


s 31 » 


36 


19 


13 


vr. vVo::t 


'» 13 


23 


40 


11 


13 


VKGT\T\ 




53 


13 k 


6 


4 

— - rr 








— — jgr- — 


nr~ — 


V- i \ . f i' , 




~ " '51" 


FT" 




* — u 






.NA 




. — ~- -r 


NA* 


i,u : . ~ ' ' " 


^ 4 


"30 


JJ _ 


18 




U.S. MEDIAN J* 






V 


• 




1 

NA ■ 'NOT AVAILABLE 
- - DOES NOT APPLY 




a * DOES NOT EOUAL 100% SINCE HOMES SERVING SCHOOL 
ACE CHILDREN ONLY ARE NOT INCLUDED 



(NO CHILDREN SERVED) b • DOES NOT EQUAL 1G0* SINCE SOME HOMES SERVED NO 

• J ' ' 'CHILDREN ON THE DAY OF THE SURVEY • • * 

10u 
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■ . APPENDIX 3 

ADDITIONAL STATE INFORMATION 



i WISCONSIN . • 

Comparison of New State Day' Care 
Licensing Rifles with HEWDCR and 
Estimates of the Fiscal Impact 



Division of Community Services 
March, 1980 * ' 
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Many of thje new fed.eral regulations are not new to day care facilities . 
Wisconsin has -recently revised the state's day care licensing requirements 
(HSS 55) which in many instances could satisfy the new federal regulations. 
'IS a facility«meets the state 1 s -requirements for the following, the federal 
regulations will be met. » - m , , 



DAY CARE CENTERS 



HEWDCR 



71.10 Program Activities lor Children 



71 



.12 Training 
(a)(2). 



v-r. 



NEW STATE RULES (GROUP DAY CARE) 

HSS 55.34(1) (a-i) Program; Essential 
Program Qualifications % 
;55.35'(3)(a-e) 
/ 55.36(3) 

HSS 55x32 (2) (a-c) 
55.32(l)(b)3b 
55.32(1) (c) 3b 
55.32(l)(d)lc 



71. W Nutrition 



HSS 55..34(A) 

55.35(4).(a40 
55.36(5)(a-c) 



71.16 Health and 'Safety 
a(i, ii, iii) 
(a)(2). 



(aH5) 



HSS 55.34(5) (h) . . 

55.34(5) (1) ■ 

55.34(5)(g) ' 

55.33(l)(c) 

55.3*4(5) (e) % • 

Don't think.it is covered 



.71.18 Physical Environment 

(a)(1), 

(a)(2)! * 
(a)(3)' Transportation 
. * Swimming 
_ Equipment 

71.22 Parent Involvement 
'(a) (-4) 
1 (a)(5) ' 

71.20 Sociad Servicers 

71.24 Group Composition 

i 



HEWDCR 



71?30 Program of activities 
(a> ' 

71.32 Training 

E^C,- V.. f r < f < 



nn 



DAY CARE HOME 



. 102 
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HSS 55.33(l)(a)l 
"Note" * 

55.34(10) 

55.34^7) 

55.34(2) (a & b) 



B*S 55.34(6) 
Note in Rules- 



NEW' STATE' RULES 



HSS 55.24(l)^a-d) 
■ 55; 25 (3) (a % b) 



HSS 5£.22(a)2 



\ 



\ 



. HEWQCR , , _ . < ' KEW STATE RlTLEj (GROUP DAY CARS) 

,71.3.6 Health and Safety \( . ' < N 

• ' . ' 55f24(5)(g) . • 

UM3) / • - -55.24(5)(£) 

(a> /A , » 55. 23(1) (b) 5-7 

(a5 ' , * 55.24(5)(d) . . 

^V. 4 • Not covered 

71.36 Physical environment i « 
• y (aim • HSS H • 23(1) (a) 1 

W(J) Transporration ' -55 24(8) 

• Sunning . ' 55*24(9) 

Equipment 55.24(2) ' . 

•71.42 Parent involvement 

U) • * ' HSS 55.24(6)' 

71.40 Social Services 1 Not Meeded • 

71/44 Group Composition . Waiver (?) 

1 ' ■ * " 

/ . ' < \ I 

While compliance with these 'regulations may indeed add additional cost to providing 

* daycare services, thfe cost should be attributed to the state's day care rules not 
the federal* requirements . (Please see ^fiscal- not^or HSS 55.) 

It must be made clear however, that the f ederafa^fegula^ions list numerous services 
the state agency must provide daycare facilities beyond licensing. $ effect the 

• revised licensing rules for a program of activities for children for example "will 
automatically 11 demonstrate facilities 1 compliance with the federal regulations bat 
the state agency will be out of compliance if information and technical assistance 
is not granted to day care centers and homes* 

5. It is assumed that the 'cost of the various training materials , pamphletg, 

fliers, manual materials , printing and t public information dissemination will 

be ^absorbed within the Division 1 s current operations budgets.* 

Cost Est imates ■ * 

" * !' 1 I ■ ■ ■ ' 

There are two separate costs incu/red by the state that must be considered 
estimating the total fiscal^eff ect. First there is the cost generated by the * 
additional responsibility laid on the stat,e to offer consultation, technical 
assistance and additional regulation of day care facilities. Second, is the ' 
increased cost of day care service contracted for by county agencies. If an 
operator's costs increases, it's'likely that these costs will be passed on in 
the form of higher charges for day care services. * - 

State Agency' Requirements 

1. "To meet the federal requirements in the areas of program of activities 
for children, training, health and safety, social services, and parental 
involvement, six regional staff consultants are necessary. 1 l 

» 

The regulation requires* the state agency to: * 

-Provide information and* technical assistance to day care centers on 
q ^estr.bl irhin^. a planned program of dcvelopocntal ly appropriate activities. 
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child'health services and social services in the community and ensure 
that HHS funded children eligible for publicalLy funded health -services , 
and/or social services receive those services. , ▼ 

* 

-Provide information and technical assistance to day care centers on 
working with parents. ' • 

These 'functions cannot be carried out with current licensing/certification 
staff for the number of. licensed facilities in general and day care 
facilities in particular have grown significantly .in the last several ' 
vears without any increase in licensing/certification staff- resources . 
Any consultation that does occur is in direct reference to meeting and 
interpreting existing state, regulations . ' Additional resources are 
needed to* provide technical assistance and consultation services listed 
above and tot j 

-Coordinate region-wide training services. 

-Coordinate d-elivery of nutrition services. " * . 

-Coordinate the developm/nt 'and 'delivery of heafth resources and 
program services. ^ 

-Coordinate the development of a social service resource system. 

-Provide ongoing training services on the federal regulations to 
county social servic4 department staff and regional licensing staff. 

/six Social Service Specialist I 

4 1 * 

Salary $125,300 
Fringe 27,600 
Supplies & Serv. 9,600 

Travel '12,000 * ^ *' 

TOTAL $174,500 Per Year 

»• 

The regulations require the state agency to establish and implement a ^ 
statewide plan for providing or purchasing training f$r all center 
caregivers. 

*-* 

To implement this provision would r^uire continuation of the current 
day care specialist in the Bureau of Children, Youth and Families, and 
authorization for the six regional consultants discussed above. 

The initial implementation of the new regulations will require a short 
term intensive effort beyond current central office staff capability. 
The short term assignments will include: 

-Oversightxto provide timely and coordinated development of t^he 
HSS "correction" 'plan. 

4 * f 

-Development of a uniform monitoring tool as .required by? the rules, p 

-Routinely make progress reports to the Division Administrator .arid 
Department Se<yret?ry. * . / 

-Coordinate the development of tnanual resource material$ ( and all 
training services including training for six regional cpnsultants. 

-Develop a system for monUorins ongoing c ^ r ^^ nce with the fedcn IH , - 



4. The federal definition of. "day care home"-a private residence in. which 
• .day cace is provided to 12 or, fewer children-include many family day 
care centers under the. state-definitions. One effect is to include 
> small family day care ^"centers'? caring for 3 or fewer children who are - 
1 certified by the counties to receive federal reimbursement. Therefore 
counties wj.ll be responsible for the .provision of information and technica' 
_ , assistance on- a program of activities for children, health and safet-y, ' 

social services, parent "involvement and assessment of tfaining for day care 
c homes, (federal definition) they certify. Unfortunately information is 

not readily available to -project th.e burden on counties.. 

L 

Costs generated by the impact of, the federal regulations on the operating 
costs of day care providers., , 

Most if not all of the federal regulations/pertaining to day care centers 
and homes are currently met or exceeded by the recent revision of Wisconsin's 
day care rules (HSS 55). * 

* *• ' • ■ 

There is one costly exception however-group composition. Wisconsin's staff/chi^ 
. ratio are higher than permitted under the federal regulations for children 
over the age of three. Wisconsin's maximum group size is also greater fo^ 
cnildren .three years old and greater. The result is thar an operato/vith more 
than 10 children or 20 percent of children in the center/home must increase, 
his/her staff or decrease che capacity of the center. 3oth options will 
♦ increase an operator's costs. * 

While cost projections have be^en 'provided by the Wisconsin Day Care Administrate 
Association (see Attachments), "guesstimating" increased cost passed on to stat 
cay care programs in the form of higher , charges is much more difficult. The 
< problems include:. " " \ 

1. The state need not pay the^fUll cost of operations for anv child receiving 
federal day care assistance The state need only "consider" an operator's 
costs. 

2. If the state chooses to reimburse for the' full cost of providing dav care 
■ services the total dollar allocation for .day care will not necessar'ilv 

increase. Service- utilization may be -cut back, 
V • 

3. The number of facilities that- qualify. for the "group' composition waiver is nc 
known. This prohibits any accurate cost projections. 

K 

As a result the increased cost due to higher day care . facilitv operating costs 
cannot be estimated. V 
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ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT PRACTICES . « 
■'• IN INDIANA IN TITLE XX 

. FUNDED DAY CARE . 1 .' 

Introduction, In Indiana, Title X5i funded day care J s the responsibility of the 
Interdepartmental Board for the Coordination of Human Service Programs (Board) 
which operates as the Indiana Office of Social Services (IOSS). Al] day care 
centers or Hbmes that the Board contracts with to provide.Title X'X day care services 
must be. licensed by' the Indiana State Department of Public Welfare to* provide- day 
care- services. ■ • . • 



Because states vary in the m|£iner by which Tit^e XX funds finance child day care • 
services, it should be understood that to receive Title XX funds in Indiana requires 
that ap agency express an interest in providing services; that the agency provide 
cefrHiri information pertaining to their service provision arid costs; that the agency 
(or home) be licensee! b^ the SDPV^to provide child day care'; and that the Board,- 
through IOSS, enter into a*contract for the provision of service. No Title XX 
funds ire provided to an agency until services are actually provided. * 

Survey Methodology .. The assessment* was completed using information gathered from 
two telephonic surveys conducted during the month of March 1981 by IOSS staff. *0ne 
survey was of a sample of day care homes licensed by SDPW and authorized via contract 
with the Board to provide Title XX day care services. The second survey was of a 
sample of 73 day care centers (50.83%) also licensed 'and -authorized (via contract 
with the. Board) to provide Title XX day care services. Other information departed 
was based, upon IOSS file information and , interviews with SDPW staff. 

A31 references in the ASSESSMENT to Surveys t refer to the two telephemic surveys 
Conducted "in March, 1981 by IOSS staff. 

Findings * Part^ I and Il-summarize identifying information and demographics. ^ * 

Part HI, Summary of Current Jitle XX Funded Day Care Practices/State Agency, 
indicates that the State does not require provision ^information and referral to 
clients nor is parental involvement specifically mandated^ However, the survey 
results found in Part IV, Summary of Currerri Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices 
Centers, 'indicate that at least 86.3% of the centers do provide I & R and,. though w£ 
did nd^ survey parental involvement questions, most centers also encourage and allow 
.parental input and observation. ■* 

Findings in Part I if I vis a vis staff/child ratio, reveal the State's requirements to be 
less restrictive than the proposed federal* rat+os for every age group except 10-14 
whfch has an identical ratio* Indiana ' s group y'ze requirements are also less 
restrictfve than proposed federal requirements with. the exception of the preschoolers 
(ages 3-6). These differences lead to the finding that imposition of the federal 
staff/child ratios and group size requirements would call for'a substantial increase* 
in center^ staff. ~ * „ - 
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In Non Waiverable Centers Only 
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Average Annual 
Salary 





8216 



1/ 



Additional Cost 
$899,652 



*■ r , / 

Title XX day, care costs would 
group .composition guidelines.. 



Items C pn page 16 of the%ASSESSMENT. are noted above, 
increase by $900, 0Q0 to' accommodate the staff/child and 

. Other, less significant, cost increases would result from implementation' of 'the • 
' proposed guidelines. Examples of other cost increases include the need to remodel 
facilities to accommodate group composition standards .or to add-staff to provrde 
information and <referral services. * 

The findings- of our survey certainly'-suggest that there would not be a minimal impact' 
on the State of Indiana. The findings do suggest that Title XX providers are in 
compliance wity State licensing standard* and that moSt voluntarily provide ancilliary 
services. We would view mandatory day care regulations as an unnecessary intrusion 
op the State's responsibility to set licensing requirements appropriate for Indiana 
facilities. The staff/child -ratios and group composition standards would be extremely 
costly and other requirements are either duplicative of existing state standards or 
unnecessarily costly regulatory "add-ons'. 1 which cannot be demonstrated -to be related' 
to proper provision of day care seryices. 

We were quite willing to participate in- this ASSESSMENT and excited about the 
opportunity to'obtain a profile of* Title XX child day care in Indiana. "The findings' 
or this ASSESSMENT will^be quite useful to us in our continued effort to improve 
, Title XX services. ' . 



{ 



. 1/ Average wage of $3.95/hour x 8' hours/day x 5 x 52 = $8216 
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In -December 1980, Congress passed the Omnibus Reconciliation Act or 
19S0 (PL 96-499) which delavs iiaalementation of the Department of Health and 
•Hunan Services Day Care Regulations until July 1, i981. , The Act also requires 
' the Department of Healtir and Human Services to assist eich state in conducting 
a systematic t assessment of current practices. 4n Title XJ^^unded ay care programs 
and to Provide a sumnary report of the assessments to Congress by June 1, 1981, 
What follows is New York State's assessment of current practices in "Title XX 
funded ci^y care programs and the potential .impact of the Department of Health 
and Hjmm* Services Day Care Regulations on New York State programs. 

New York State chose to utilize and analyze existing data sources since 
time restraints and limited resources ^d not permit the generation of new data 
• from direct contacts with providers • \ , 

■r " 

r f * 

Part I, the State Agency Questionnaire > was completed yby utilizing data ' 
maintained at thfe State Department or Social Services level and; insofar as 
possible, reflects statewid'e Title XX practices, • V 4 

Part H,*an analysis entitled Service Levels, Group Sizes, and Staffing 
Ratios in Publicly Funded Day Care,Ja^» Yoric .Citv , as indicated in the title,- 
was limited to ^e&: rone Cijty , The Department acknowledges *^nd appreciates the 
cooperation of the Agency foi: Child Development which supplied data critical to 
th€ analysis . ■ v / J ' / 
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Outside of New York City, 57 county departments of social services may 
purchase day care center care, in accordance with Title XX purchase of service 
requirements, on an as-needed basis, frcm any not-for-profit licensed day care 
writer. Consequently, such centers have a mix of publicly funded and private 
children. Generally,- the percentage of Title XX children in centers. outside 
New York City as compared to the centers total capacity is relatively small. 

Reimbursement and Rate Setting 

• The State does not set rates for day care purchased by county departments 
of social services. Rather, the State has established a maximum reimbursement 
rate, i.e., ceiling, for day care center care. Each county department of social 
services is responsible for establishing a rate with those day care centers frcm ' 
which it is purcnasing or proposing to purchase day care. services. The process,, 
by which the rate is established is based on a fiscal review of the centers 
current or proposed operating budget. . The county can then contract for an aporo- * 
priaterate. Reimbursement rates above the State imposed Veiling may^e granted 
only with the prior approval of the State Department ot Social Servicer when the 
higher cost of care is attributable to the care of handicapoed children, special 
diets, or infant care. 

-"With respect to family day care rates , it is the responsibility of county 
departaents of social services .to negotiate and establish rates with their certi- 
fied family day care homes. .In New York City, this responsibility again rests 
with the Agency for Child Development. 

PROVIDER 'TRAINING 

Day Care Centers 

State day care licensing standards which apply to. both private centers and 
those in receipt or public funds. require that centers 'develop orientation Diagrams 
for new staff and ongoing in-service trai n ing programs. Outside of New York City, 
State day care licensing staff assist centers in the development of such programs 
by pr oviding direct technical, assistance or by assisting -the center to. access 
cannunity resources, e.g., courses offered by conmunity colleges, material developed 
byday care councils, etc. In New York City, the Agency for Child Development 
performs similar functions as, described above. In addition, caregivers can parti- 
cipate in relevant training programs sponsored by the State Department of Social 
Services with Title XX training funds and contracted. out. to various universities. 
The shrinking Title XX funds available for this activity, however, has further 
reduced the Department's ability to meet provider training needs. 

t 

t 
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SERVICE LEVELS, GROUP SIZSS, AND STAFFING RATIOS 
m PUBLICLY FUNDED DAY CARE IN NEW YORK CITY, 

' ' y . ■ 



A review was undertaken of current key characteristics of publicly ^ funded 
d^y care in New York City, .The purpose of this review was to determine^if the 
care provided 4 ' is in Compliance with major day care standards contained in the 
proved HHS Day Care Regulations: Group Size :nd Staff Ratio Standards, 

■$qr all age groups^ except two year olds, day care is below the proposed 
HHS standards for group sjizes. For all age groups of three and older, day care 
is above the proposed standards for staff* to child ratios. Since the proposed 
standards allow surplus caregiver hours for children ages 2 and above to be 
"applied to other groups In 'that sar.e age rang 3 ^ it is only^for th^Axnder 2 age 
groups that day care is below standard on th= proposed staff-to-child ratios . 
For children under* Z, there is a deficit of £.9 caregivers hours p<£r day per 
group. As Table V shows, the ages of children in infant day care groups car 
go up to 2 years, 9 months. However, 13 to 15 months is the usual cutoff age. 

Bor children age 2 arid up, there is ar -verage of A7 surplus caregiver ^ 
hours *p§r A group, or 2.25 per center. The details on 3 caff-child ratios are" 
y^cqntainfed in Table JH. * 

uiree sources of information ware used to develop the following tables: 

Agency for Child /Development - Day Care arm of Key -York City Roman * g 
{ Resources Adaiinistration 

- ACD computer system reports on capacity utilisation, enrollment, 
* ' M . and attendance' as of January 1981 (th^ACD JL3CP1 report); 

'• ' * . . . * 

- Data from the ACD Program and Field Operations divisions on the 
standard age groupings, numbers of groups, uniform group sizes, 

k and staffing patterns. 

. >- *New York: State Department of Social Services conputer^ systems 
reports on -the licensing of day care centers 2nd certification 
of family 'day care providers. % 

The. core methodology useci to obtain f rcr. these source documents to the 
desired information was to take the standardized data cn group sizes adjusted 
for both over-efiroliment and for attendance, and thereby arrive at citywide 
>* > averages for each age grouping of children. 



l Kic ... 



Family .Day Care Homes 



As indicated earlier, county departments. of social services' have respon- 
sibility for training their family day care providers. When available, pro- 
viders may participate in Title XX State-sponsored skill training otograms. 
In New York City, in addition to the training role tof the Agencv for Child 
Development and the training provided by approved child caring agencies which 
administer family day care programs, several "cluster" family day .care providers 
can access the resources of participating day care centers. 

■ n • 

Miscellaneous 

< ; , v 

_ It should.be noted that 'the answers that appear in the State Agency 
Questionnaire (Part I) have been answered from a statewide perspective. 
Some problems were encountered in answering questions which referenced "State 
Agency" responsibilities ?s defining this term as it applies to this State, 
vaiich delegates substantial responsibilities to county agencies, is critical 
in understanding the full impaet of responses. The analvsis which comprises 
Part III has concentrated.cn tyeW.York City, v*here gver 70% of the Statewide 
Title X£ day care dollars are spent, and consequently fchere changes in Federal 
policy -nave had the most, immediate" fiscal impact. ' ( 
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Service Levels and Att endance ■ ' * v • 

; * ' ' 

Publicly funded, tlay care was provided to 42,859 children in New York 
during January 1981, as shown on Table I. On. this table we have shown the 
service levels for 11 types of day care. Day Care center care is broken down 
.into two major categories - centers whose full enrollment is publicly funded 
children* and centers whose enrollment as up to one-half publitly ninded 
children '(limited purch^be of service -,LP0S) # "F^nily Day care isTiso broken ~ 
down into two major categories -that which is provided by day* care agencies, 
and that vvhich is provided by voluntary child welfare asjenciss as a* part; of 1 
thfcir range of support services to children and families. ' - 

For each of ^ these four categories of day care^\able I % then shows, service 
levels zqr the major age groupings ■» infants, pre-school and school-age. 
This yields 11 types of day care. For each typ<* Table I gives this information: 



Colunn A, 
Colurm'3. 

. Colunn C. - the number of children showing as new admissBbns during 
• Column*©. - 



the citywide average attendance rate by all enrolled 
children dujiij^ January 1981 , 

the number of children enrolled during the month of 
January 1981, 



the past year, 

the total number of children served during the past ye^r. 



Note< that the total served over the past year does not equal those" 
currently served plus new admissions over the past year. (See 
explanatory note (4) to Table I. 
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- I TABLE I • i 

New York Citv Publiclv Funded Dav Care - Number of Children Served and Average « v 



Absence 'Rates . 



A (1) B C 



Average Number of New Admis- Tota^. K 

Attendance Children sions Over , Served 

Tvoe of Dav Care * Rate 1/81 (2) Enrolled 1/31 Past 12 Mos . (3) Past Year (4) 

" " ■ ■ ' ™ ■- — ■ i ■ - 

1. Center Pre-School 86.0% 26,088 ■ 18,449 -44,566 

2. Center School Age 87.0 9,042" 3,584 2,283 

3. Center Infant „ 79.1, ,205^ 171 35 

4. Family Pre-Scheol 93.8 1,162 823 1,921 



5. Family School Age 94.6 1,521 . 566 2,114 

6. Family Jnfant (2) 2,324 1,648 3,844 



■ 7.-FalSily Voluntary - 
- Pre-School ' 91.0 ' 464 362 766 ' 

8. Family Voluntary N 

* School Age ' - 94.2 570 170 700 

9. Family Voluntary 

Infant (2) 929 663 .1,531 

10. Center LPOS ' * - „ W 

Pre-School ' • > 84.6 t> 480 335 , 829 

- 11. Center LPOS »' 

School Age : . J 80.2 - , • 74 , 59 114 

y Totals 42,859 26,830 69,021 

. ' f 

J ' \ $ 

(1) Cblurm A was derived from the ACD130EL cityvide totals of capacity,. utilization 
and enrollment as follo^^apacity days were multiplied by the percentage of 
.capacity actually enrolled during the month* This product ^ was then divided into 
the nfanber of days of actual attendance by all enrolled children. 

^ * * 

(2) In. Family Day Care the data for infants is included in the dartf for pre-school . 
We have Estimated numbers served ,based upon the generally 'accepted rul^^f^thumb 

* that 2/3 of pre-school FDS enrollment is under 3 years of age. HoweverXit is 

not appropriate to speculate or interpolate the attencLance rafte for infants. in FDC. 
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■'. " ! • Z&Zfc". vIll^Al^' «Wli»ti* and -EnrolLt 

' ■ (4>) S/sf-^/Sl^Sfvf 6 78ar ^ C0Cal ° f 2/80 enrolin ^ t ? lus new admissions 



Group Sizes < 



i<5 , f Jw?S f T Ca i\ P*f? S i 11 P" 1 ? 1 ^ 1 ? fi»ded day care centers in New York City 
is standardized. In Table II the uniform group size for each age grouping of 

'£im?t«Y n0Wn - ^ Coluna C « to arrive at the average Szes^! the 

£*2Z*£ on, anildren actually, in attendance, it was necessary to adjustihe 

'^r J^^o^ ZeS u b J ^ ^r-enroll^ent factors and the attendance rites 
..r January 1981. How this was done .is shown in the technical addendum to Table II. 
That process yie&ed ttf attendance group sizes shown in Colusa D. 



rs -, 7" e ,£^P sizes based on attendance are then compared to the standards con- 
S Jtoposed HHS Day Care Reflations (Column E). These caparisons 

It^b if„ Lx==l {/ now ^§ all age groups to be below the proposed HHS ' standards. 

S^r^' Ho ? ever ' ^ a ' e rsn § e ^ erved 111 v ^r oia groups' is 

Sld^n^v ^^ 5 '^ 0 ^ HKS standards for children under 

age two would apply to an unknown number of children in those groups.. 

f™- ,H-?2 lurmS A ^ d B J™ I^ le 11 are lar § el y Self-explanatory. For example, 
for children ages 3 -y6, there are 1,157 groups in 310 day.care center^ 
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Honorable Richard S. Schweiker ; 1 * April 8, 1981 

/ * , Page 2 



O) As stated previously , pur st&tfc licensing^ regulations 
are comprehensive and cover mbst of the requirements 

' . > in IIHSDCR. Pennsylvania's ffegulations adequately 
protect the health and safety <5f children in both 
publicly and privately funded day care. I have not —* 
heard *any convincing arguments which would support 
stricter and, therefore, more expensive regulations ; 
for Pennsylvania public "sector child day care.. 

(c) By enforcing one set of minimal* regulations for all day 
care facilities, regardless of funding, we aite closer 
to achieving our goal of maximum coordination of Title 
XX and, the private ■ sec Cor. We do not believe that there 
should be different standards for publicly and privately- 
. fupded children. Pennsylvania's child day care phil- 
osophy is that equitable comprehensi\e standards* should 
be established and' enf orc^i for all* children in care, 
regardless of income level. 

(cf^ Tide XX is not a free service to the states. Each *state 
legislature must apprapriaxe a 25 percent match with state 
dollars (or raise the dollars locally, ar;d this is no - * 
longer a realistic goal). We expect over $16 million to , - 

* support child care from the Pennsylvania legislature in 
fiscal year 1981-82.- ^e taxpayers and the legislatures 

^in individual states surely must be allowed to decide what 
# they are willing to buj^ We be&ievi that it is not fair 
to force federal child ^§re standards on a state and expect 
the state to use taxpayer dollar^^Q support standards not 

.acceptable to the constituents. ' Standards do have a 
direct, impact on cost. Each stat£ should be permitted to 
develop its own standards based on the child care commitment 

* and philosophy of that state;- * < * 

(e) We do not te€t that the staffmiild ratios proposed in HHSDCR 
are minimal f^athet^hgg- ate optimal! Especially *in the# 
^rea of infant care, tm^cost of enforcing the HHSDCR ripLos 
vwere unrealistic. Pennsylvania .conducted fa HHSDCR^inf a&t/ ' 
toddler care impact study in late summej, *L980* We *ound that 
^to serve the 'same numbet of infants/toddlers using HHSDCR in 
'l981-327^fte woul.d require: y 



fa 



(*1) an additional $1,113,613 to continue service at our 

>1980-81 level for inf ants/toddlef s in day care centers, 
and 
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COMMONWEALTH OF PeNNSYLVANIA 
DEPARTMENT Off PU8UC WELFARE 

April 8^ 1981 

HELEN 8 O BANNON * . TCLGP^ONC NUM8C* 

SECRETARY ♦ 1717)787-2600/3600 



The Honorable Richard S. sfchweiker 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
Hubert H. flumphrey Building 
Washington, D.C. 20201 , 



Dear Secretary Schweiker: 

Attached is Pennsylvania's Title XX child day care assessment:. 
Because of limited staff, we were not able to package the assessment as 
suggested by the Department of -Health and Human Services (HHS) . However, 
we were able to complete the Reporting Form Section with information that 
was available. 

' _ In March, 1980 the Bureau of Child Development Programs conducted a 

purvey of agencies operating family day care homes with Jltle XX funds. The* 
purpose of this survey' was to obtain a 'comprehensive picture of the adminis^- 
tracion of t;he Title XX family day care system in. Pennsylvania. The survey- 
-s.ummary, which is attached, includes the following subject areas: method and 
aaount of paynfent, provision of, fringe benefits, training, support services, 
'and supervision. ' * 

I &m also attaching a copy of the Child Development Program Evaluation 
Report 1978-1980. This report describes tfte history, progress, and current 
status of Pennsylvania's licensing system relating to levels of compliance with 
state day care regulations ♦ 

Since the status of the Health and Humato Services Day Care Regulations 
(HHSDCR) is still- uncertain, state licensing regulations wilj. be applicable 
for our purchased Title XX child day care services for. 1981*82 fiscal year: 
<July 1, 1981 to'June 30, 1982). I believe that enforcement of our state 
licensing regulations adequately protects "the health and safety of children in 
federally funded facilities. Pennsylvania's licensing standards are comprehen- 
sive and have been widely accepted in £he field* v 

We have applied state day care licensing, regulations for the 1981-82 
x ? iscal- year for the following reasons: 

(a) Contract negotiations were begStk in February, 1981 fo*~ 



the upcoming fiscal year. It wa5s, therefore, necessary 
to decide in January which staff /chil^ ratios would bet, 
used for each type of service * 7 
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CURRENT HUE XX DAY CARE PRACTICES IN NEW YORK STATE , 
Introduction ; 




In New York State, where programs of public assistance and services are 
State supervised but locally administered, there are 'two ways by which day care 
centers can becone licensed, and two ways by vfaich family day care hmes can be 
certified. 

Day Care Centers ^ 

n * 

The New York State Department of Social Services licenses all day care 
centers outside of New York City. In Mew York City the .day care licensing 
authority is the New York City Department of Health. Traditionally, licensing 
standards established by the New York City Department of Health have generally 
exceeded State day care licensing requirements in the area of staff qualifications, 

Family 3ay Care Hones j 

* In New York State, there are two types of family^cay care homes.- There 
are those which are directly certified by the State (New Yoik State Department 
of Social Services) and whiqh can best be described as private propriety family 
day. care hones, and those which are certified by county departments of social 
services or approved child caring agencies* It' is these locally certified farriily 
day care hones which are'eiigible to receive public funds. , As indicated, the 
State Department of Social Services has delegated the authority to certify family 
'.day care v ncmes -which are willing to accept publicly .funded children to county 
departments of Social services and .approved child caring agencies . Also trans- 
ferred to^such agencies is the responsibility to train family day care providers, 
nonitor providers ' ongoing compliance with family day care certification require- 
ments, and supervise^ placements which includes providing case management to 
' children placed into' family day care hones and to their families. The State. 
Department : of Social Services in its supervisory capacity retains the right and 
responsibility to monitor locally certified family day care hones ^nd the activi- 
ties of the certifying agencies. 

Purchasing Title XX Day Care 

. It is important to be aware of dis^kicticns between the method by which 

{ New York City purdiases day care center cAre as opposed to the rest of the state. 
In New York City/ the majority of .day care, is purchased from fully Title XX funded 
day care centers, ^i.e., the population served in fully funded centers is totally 
. coraprisetf of publicly funded children placed # by the Human Resources Administration* 
Agency for Child Development (ACD,). ACD monitors compliance standards of fully 
funded centers, provides ^ technical assistance to these centers, and as the funding 
agency, may impose additional requirements and standards *to ensure compliance with 
all applicable* Title XX and Federal day care requirements. 



101 




118 



TABLfc II 



New York City Publicly Funded Day Care - Group Sizes in Fully Funded Agency 
for Child Develoonartt Centers (1) • 



1 


A * 


• B 


* c 


D 


E 


F 


Ase of 
Children 
in Group 


No. of 
Groups . 
in NYC 


No. of 
Centers 
in NYC 


Uniform 

Group 

Size(2) 


Attendance 
Group 
Size (3) 


HHS Grouo 
Size 

Standard ^ 


Above or* 

Below 

Compliance 


Under 2. 


13 H 


9 


8-10- . 


7,5 


6 


Below 


2 


6 • 


NA 


10 


9.3 


12 


Above 


3-6 


*1,157 


310 


15-20 


17.0 


16- 


Below 


6-10) 

* ) , 
10-14) 


365 


167 

\ 


20-25 


20.0 


14 

* 18 


Below 
Below ' 



\ \ 4 

(1) Data for Limited Purchase of Service Center? would ^involve speculative 
derivations ,v therefore it has been omitted. 



(2) Working 'data supplied by Agency for Child Development; refer to Table V. 

(3) Derived in Technical Addendum to this Table. 



Technical Addendum to* Table II (Derivation of Attendance Group Sizes) 

Averaged Jan?1981 ~ AxB fciroll-* Jan. 198? Attends CXD (Attend 
NYC Uniform Enrollment men t (Group ance Rate ance Group 
Age Group Group Size Percentage (1) Size) Percentage (6) Size^ 
; £ : 



Under 2 

4 


9 (2) 


. 105.1% 


9.5 


79.1% • 


7.5 


2 


10 (3) 


^07.6 


10.8 


86.0% 


9.3 


3-6 , 


18.4(4) • 


' \ L07.6 


19.8 


86.0 i 


17.0 


6-10 


22.5(5) 


106.6 


23.0 


87.0 


20.0 


10-14 


' 22.5(5) 


106.6 


23.0 


87.0. 


20.0 



-> * 

(1) From 1/81 ACD Capacity Utilization and'Enrollment Report 

(2) Average of Uniform Group Sizes for this age as provided by ACD (See Table V) 

(3) See Table V ' . 

(4) Weighted average derived from group numbers and sizes supplied by 'ACD for 
these age ranees (See Table V) . 

(5) Average of uniform group sizes rang! for these ages as supplied by ACD 
(See Table V) 

(6) From Table I. 
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STAFF TO QRILD RATI OS 

. 

The examination of this standard in TaDle III starts with figures on the 
standard hours of care. This is likely an over-estimate of the actual hours 
in care. Field review experience* shows that during the first hour of the day, 
and the last- tvt>, fewer children aje iiy the day care centers. However, it was 
not ppssible'to quantify this factor •Column B on Table III derives the number 
6t child care hours scheduled by multiplying the average hours in care by the 
uniform group sizes, described earlier, "for each age grouping of children. 
Once again, we adjust this dafca for both the overen**ollment factor and attend- 
ance rates. The computations are given in the left half ot the technical 
addendum to Table III, This yields, in 'Table III - Column C, the number of 
child care hours based on actual attendance. This is again a citywi^ic average. 

For children under age Cvfo, it is a straightforward procedure to .divide 
the number of child hours of care -per staff hour \column D) into the column C 
figure and come up with the average number of care-giver hours required per * 
group in column E. However, for children over age two, the procedure: is more 
complex. 

For children over two, column E shows the number of caregiver hi) j: <; re- 
quired for £ll the groups in New York City # , and column F shows the ac:;;al 
number of caregiver hours scheduled for all groups in NYC. The corrvt <tion of 
these figures is shown "in the right half of the technical addendum to Table III. 
In that technical addendum we then totaled three caregiver hours, su'jc rested, and 
found that cityvide there was a surplus of 743 hours per day over proposed 
federal standard. This is an average surplus of .47 'hours (28 ainu^a < per group 
or 2.25 hours per day care cente^r. ^ 

The actual ratios shown in Table III - Column H are derived by Jividing the 
number of caregiver hours scheduled per group (Table V column D) into the number 
of child hotfrs based*on attendance (Table III - column C.) The ratio cor two yea 
olds is almost one hour below compliance; the ratio for 3-6 year old* iz right at 
the compliance, level'. The degree to which staff levels for 6-14 y«,.r ulis. exceed 
compliance is applied toward the shortfall for 2 year olds, result:. , t. the 
slight surplus of caregiver hours - 28 minutes per group, "* 
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New York City Publicly Funded Day Care 

Working Data Supplied by the Aeencv for Child Development for Tables II , III an 

A B C. D 



Age Grouping "**No. of Uniform^ 

"of Groups in ■Group 

Children NYC Cencers Size 



Staffing 



Staff Hours 



Infants : 



8 wks to 




8 


2 staff 


20 


6 mos - (1) 






at 




over 6 tnos 


13 ■ 


10 


all times 


20 


• 




<* 




2 


* 61' 


' 10 


" 2h '* 


19 


3 


'321 


15 


r 2% 


19 


4 • 


'334 


- 20 


2% \ 


19 


.5 


343 


20 


■ 2k 


19 


mixed 3-5 


343 


* 20 


•2% , 


19 


6-14 


365 


20 or 25 


2 


6 



(1) Infant care can be provided up to 2 years 9 months of age; however, ♦the' 
usual cut-off age is between 18 and 25 months. 
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SUBMITTED JO 0MB - APPROVAL PENDING \, 



te Completed 




ASSESSMENT OF STATE CUBRENT PRACTICES .IN TITLE FUNDED ,DAY CARE 
Region- 3 ^ Stats Maryland ; 



State Contact (primary 'source of information) : j ^\ ^ 

Name and Title Joan Hildebrand, Policy, Assessment and Training Manager 

Department of Child Day Care Services • " * 
Agency Social Service Administration ( ; ; 

Address 11 South Street s 

City, State Baltimore, Maryland Zip, 21202 



Telephone 301-383-4398 



ft 



\ 



INTRODUCTION 

This form may be used to report the State assessment off 
current Title XX day care practices. ,The Administration for 
Children, Youth and j Families , Department of Health and Human 
Services is responsible for receiving all State reports and 
preparing a summary report to be submitted to Congress by June 1 ; 
19 81 • 

0 

The outline of thr summary report will bs similar to the 
outline of this reporting form. This form includes sections on: 

. State organization of Title XX day care administration; < 

^ • Sta^te demographics; t 

• State agency requirements , procedures , and practices; 

♦ Day care center - provider practices; and 

. 'Day dare home - provider practic^g, ~ f 

The questions in the provider practices 1 sections reference questions 
in the provider survey instruments sinqe these instruments can be 
used to obtain missing information. 



-I 
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I. Organization and Administration / * 

A. Name of* agency with overall responsibility for administration of Title XX funded * 
day care (please specify highest level <?f authority, e.g. Department of Human 
Services, Department of Welfare, etc.)' 

r Department of Human Resources 

B. Is the agency administration (Check one) : 

State administered (State performs planning, regulation, and administration 

of purchase of day care services^ % 

X ' State supervised (State performs centralized planning, policymaking and 

supervision but service delivery is administered on the* county or local level) 

C. Are there facilities receiving Title XX iunds that are . excluded ^fran 

State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operated facilities," day care hemes 
with only one child, etc.) Yes Jf_ No \^ 

If yes; hew many centers: app, 2 hanQ£: 



For what reason are they excluded? One day care center on the Towson University 
Campus rstate emplo yees^ and ong? center on a military base fnp state control^. 
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The Honorable Richard S\ Schweiktfr 



April 8, 1981 
Page 3 



(2) an additional $365,244 to continue the same amount 
of service for infants/ toddlers in family day care 
homes The total impact of enforcing HHSDCR ratios 
on Pennsylvania's, infant/toddler system, would re- 
quite an additional $1,478,857 just to maintain our 
current level of service . This projected increase 
cost 4 combined with the ever-increasing demand for 
Infarit/toddler.care indicates how unrealistic en- 
forcing HHSDCR infant/ toddler ratios would be for 
Pennsylvania. 



In summary, the imposition of the HHSDCR would greatly increase costs 
at "a time of dimflHshing resources, without increased benefit to children. 

, * Pennsylvania' state licensing standards are reasonable, comprehensive, 
and enforceable. These standards are also affordable, both from a taxpayer's 
viewpoint and* from the perspective of parents purchasing from the private sector, 
We stronglj support the use of state licensing standards as the program require- 
ments for Title XX purchase of child day care services. . 

If I can provide further assistance, please let mV-kriow. 




Sincerely, 



Helen B. O f Bannon 



cc: Mr. Frank Wilson 



7 



Ms. Donna Jeffers / 
Ms. tfaJrtha I*Ieq/ 



\^q\ Dieck/Claire Walker 
Regional Program. Managers: 
circulate after signature * 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT STATE PRACTICES 
IN 

TITLE XX FUNDED DAY CARE ' 
(FY-1981) 



.Submitted by 



COMMISSION Oil SOCIAL SERVICES 

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
122 C STREET, N. W. 

, WASHINGTON, 'D. C. 
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STATE ASSESSMENT 

OF • * 
CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE XX FUNDED DAY, CARE 



The attached is an' assessment of Day Care practices within the District of 
Columbia Title XX funded Day Care program. It has been completed in com- 
pliance with a Congressional mandate imposed via the Omnibu; Reconcilia- 
tion Act of 1980. The Act delayed the effective date of the Department of 
Health S Human Services 1 (DHHS) Title XX Day Care .Regulations until 
"uly 1, 1981, and further required the DHHS to submit a report of State, 
practices in Title XX funded Day Care programs by June 1, 1981. 



The District's assessment was completed with the assistance of DHHS grant 
funds provided for its execution. The actual conduct of the assessment was 
performed ,by a Contractor, with technical/ assistance 7 utilizing an assessment 
tool developed expressly for- this.j>urgpse by DHgS. Technical assistance 
for this effort was provided throughout the process by the Commissioner on 
Social Services' Day Care Chief and Social Services Planning and Develop- 
ment Team representative. 

. METHODOLOGY 

, A sampling frame was 'u^ilizecj which reflected the minimum numbers of provi- 
der surveys needed in order, to project findings with reasonable confidence 
and an anticipated high levfcl of accuracy. The frame was based upon the 
size of the population of centers and homes in the Dististfi&'s Title XX Day^ 
Care program. From a total of 104 centers and 35 .licenser* homes , we ran- 

r » domly selected 74 centers (13 of which provide before and after school care) 
and 33 homes for participation in the survey. The number cff facilities 
selected exce#fied the frame requirements to allow for possible drop-outs 
(ex. frame only required 66 samplings for centers). However, to our surprise 
there were no drop-outs. 

In preparation for the actual survey, , procedures were established aid adhered 
to as follows: 

HOMES 

; i Letters were retailed to Family Day Care Home Providers with a follow- 
up telephone call to ensure receipt of letter. 

♦ Survey of home providers conducted by telephone. 



. Follow-up telephone calls were made only to clarify information, 
with one exception where a substitute caregiver was available 
initially and 'follow-yp was necessary to interview the provider' 
first-hand. 




CENTERS : , 



\ 



' ♦ Letters were distributed to birectors of selected centers at their 
regularly scheduled Coatractor Meeting. 

. Cluster Orientation sessions were set u? on four (4) different days 
f for wh^Lch Directors signed up forgone (1) each. 

- Orientation included introduction cf the Contractor , s briefing of 
survey purpose and data needs and review of survey instrument. 

. Directors were divided into three (3) groups. Each group was 
scheduled for one three (3) hour session for execution of the 
survey . / 



CONCLUSION 



\ 



participants indicated that 



Upon completion of the survey process , 
anticipated frustrations were non-existent; and viewed the overall 'success 
-of the sessions as being attributable to zjtf£~sv.zll work grlups which allowed 
for individualized assistance to respondents ir. completing f the sur;^ 

The results of the assessment indicate that ths District's practices within 
the Title XX Day Care Program are exemplary. This conclusion is supported by 
summary data which shows the program to exceed :.:e requirements of the propo- 
• sed DHHS regulations in many areas with only on* e::pected exception in the 

ayea of group si2e for infant care. This discrepancy was addressed early on 
Hin the fiscal year through a request by the Mc.ycr to the Secretary of DHHS 
for a two (2) year, waiver for compliance of proposed standards. 



Upon reviewing the assessment data it is sigm 
our center' sample is the inclusion of 13 befior 
where Title XX reflects a small percentage of 
handicapped children reflecting a staff /child 
keptgJln mind for example in reviewing Table 5 » 
hours', as it shows 4 significant percentage of 
flection of staffing for Title XS' only . 

The summary data includes sections on State Or 
Care Administration,, State Demographics, State 
practices; center provider practices; and day 



Cxiant to^te that unique to 
e and aftet school programs 
enrollment, and one center for 
ratio of 1:1. This should be 
which denotes ^staffing patterns/ 
surplus hours which is a re- 



ganization of Title XX Day 
Agency tequirements and 
care home provider practices. 
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sfr.TE PRACTICES: 
Numbers of Children 



These figures represent only, che sampling population and noc the 'entire 
District funded population. 

In the State Demographic Section, we noted that of a tystal of 104 Title XX 
funded centers, there are only five (5) waiverable centers, e.g., centers 
with not more than 20Z or 10 HHS funded children. Also, of 3,276 children 
attending Title XX funded Day Care centers, 66.1% are 3 to 6~years old. 

"In the center provider practices, over 82* of parents are involved in the 
general program policymaking*activities of the censper and 557. of parents 
participate in staff selection. As addressed earlier, for children under 
2 years old 40% of the non-waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have 
more children per caregiver than guidelines), and indicated a need of 4.4 
additional (FTE) full time employee caregivers to satisfy the cited guide- 
lines. In contrast to the under 2 year olds, for children 2 years and older, 

of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less children 
?er caregiver than cited guidelins). 

* 

For group sizes you will note a difference between the District's and the 
r.ew reflations' group sizes. The District's groups are larger than the 
redera/, however the District's staffing is basically adequate. 

•We feel che successful completion of this assessment and its results provi- 
ded the District, w^ch a useful document for 'future planning in the Day Care 

program. v • ^ , 




ERIC 



113 



,129 



FINDINGS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR NEW YORK STATE 



New York State would b* in general compliance with the provisions of the proposed, 
Federal regulations in the areas of health, safety and progral requirements. Three 
areas would require changes in practice, however, if the* regulations were, In force. 
These areas are (1) child/staff ratios, (2) group size, and O) training requirements. 

' (1) Child/Staff ratios: for' groups of children under the ag2 of 2 years, the 

Federal Requirement would be for one staff person fQr every 3-children. ^ In 
New York City, our study showed an average of 3*7 c hilc r 2n of this age for 
/ .each staff person. Outside Hew York City, licensinf^P^uires one staff 
person for each 4 children of this age . t \ 

The imposition of the proposed Federal regulations would^ require increased 
staffing for young children without necessarily increasing the quality of 
care. It should be noted that our- experienc^-iadicates that there is in- 
. creasing demand for day care programs for this ige gri^p which includes 
infants and toddlers. There is concern that enriched staffing would result 
in prohibitive costs and greatly impede the growth o-£ day care resources for 
very young children. 

For children over the age of 2, Che proposed regulations permit '"averaging" 
of staf£ across- age groups." This provision would appear to mitigate the ^ 
impact of the variations in child/staff ratios currently in- place vis-a-vis 
those proposed. > . 

(2) Group Size: The maximum group sizes contained in the proposed Federal regu- 
lations would pose serious^ problems for New York State. The problems would 

* differ between New York City and the rest of the State, but in both cases 
would be severe, 

* In New' York City, our. study shows that, with the exception of groups of 2- 
year olds, the Federal regulations would require a reduction in the size of 
existing groups. Since the majority of these programs have been long estab- 
lished in current facilities, this would result in a less efficient use of 
existing space. This fact, coupled with^ the fact that smaller groupings 
<*puld require additional staff* to. serve the sape number^of children, would 
escalate the tost of care. 

< The rest of the State is subject to licensing regulations which were issued 
in March of 1980 following a long period of development. Public hearings held 
during this process clearly indicated tfeat ttfe public demanded a single 
licensing standard for all ^centers whether or not they were in receipt of 
public funds. 

In developing this single standard, recognition was given to the Federal 
study which found that smaller groupings of children appear to be more bene- 
ficial to the children than larger ones. All centers, therefore, were pro- 
vided alternatives for staffing and grouping" of children. Basically, smalle 
groups would be staffed with fewer staff. For example: threeryear-olds in 
groups of 18 would require 3 staxf (b-1) but in smaller groups of 1A would 
require only 2 staff (J-l). 
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The proposed Federal regulations do not .compare exactiy^wi^h these group- 
ings . Imposition of these regulations would require somewhat different 
group sizes forcing the State to again be impleutenting two sets of stand- 
ards" in this area,, - Again, there is no evidence that children would benefit 
by the, Federal Requirements over the more flexible standard developed by 
New York State with input from the general public as well as experts in 
the field, i \^J^^ 

Training: Although the training requirements contained in the proposed 
regulations were not directly dealt with in this , assessment, New York State 
continues to be concerned about this component. Our concern was reflected 
in our testimony in the Regional Hearings in 1979. We support the need 
for training for service providers and have provided extensive training 
for both group and family providers through Title XX training contracts in 
the past. These programs have been* drastically curtailed as a result of 
cuts in T^tle XX training funds. 

This^ State is uniquely equipped to provide training in terms of available 
curricula and qualified trainers. 

It has been estimated that 4 it would cost in excess of $20 million to 
assure that specialized, on going training be provided for all family day. 
care providers and group caregivers on a statewide basis. There are no 
funds provided for this requirement; in fact* Federal training funds ha^fc- 
been reduced. New York State will continue to provide such training as is 
po§sible in all services within the Resources available, but would be un- 
able to comply completely with the training requirements contained in these 
regulations. 
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Table III (6)~ „ 

New York City jftiblicly Funded Day Care Center Staffing Compilation in Fully Funded 

Agency for Child Development Centers 



Age of 
Children 
in Group 



A * B C D E ' F - G H 

4 

Number of Number of Actual Surplus 

Average Scheduled Child Hours 1D1S Caregiver Caregiver of . 

Hours Child Based Upon Ratio Hours Hours Deficit Actual 

in Care(l) Hours(2) Attendance(3) Guidelines Required(3) Scheduled Hours Ratios 



Under 2 


10 


, 90 


74.8 


3 


24.9 


20 -4.9 


3.7 


2 


10 


100 


92.5 


- 4 


1410.6 


1159<4) 


4.9 


3-6 ,1 


10 


184 


170.3 


9 


21,893L • 


21,983(4) 


9 


6-10 


it - 


67.5 


62.6 


16 


714.0 


1095(4) 


11.6 


10-14 


*3 


. 67.5 


62.6 


20 . 


571.2 


1095(4) 


11.6 



r-f 
r-f 



Total 



+2.25 per center 
+ .47 per gnxip 
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U) Full-time care fican 8:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. - 10 hours. Part-time (school age) fran 3-6 p.m. - 3 hours, 

(2) - Product of uniform group size and average hours in^care 

(3) Derived in technical addendum to this table. 

(4) Prbduct of Number of Groups in NYC (Column E on technical addendum) and Staff Hours supplied 
by Agency for Quid Development (Column D on Table V). v 

. ' ? • • : . • *■•/'. 
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Technical Addendum to Table III 



(Derivation of Child Hours 
Based upon Attendance) 



(Ccxnpjtation of Sur(5Tbs of 
Deficit - 2 years) ^ 
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A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


F 


G 


u 
ii 


Age 
Group 


Number of 
Scheduled 
Child Hours 


Jan'. 1981 

Enrollment-- 

Percentage 


Jan. 1981 
Attendance 
' Rate 
Percentage 


No. of Child 

Hours 
Attendance 
(AxBxC) 

- | 


No of 
Groups 


Ratio 

vxj roe lines 


Caregiver 

Hours 
Required 
(E X D 


Caregiver 

Hours 
Scheduled 

X E (2) 


Under 2 


90 


105.1 






> 


• 


— \ — 




2 


100 


107.6 


86.0 


«Mt 

92.5 


61 


A 


1,410.6 


1,159 


3-6 


184 


107.6 


' 86.0 


17013 


1,157 


9 


21,893 


21,893 


6-10 


67.5 


106.6 


87;0 


62.6 


182.5 


16* . ' 


714.0 


1,095 


10-14 


67.5 


106.6 


87.0' 


62.6 

- * 


182.5 


* 20 


571.2 


1,095 








Total 


1,583 ; 




24,589 


25,332 



25,332 
-24,589 
~^747 



2.25 
330/741 

.47 

15837741 
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(1) See Table V 

(2) See Table III, Column F 
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FAMILY DAY CARE SERVICE LEVELS • 

There are an average of 3.8 children in care per qertilied family day care 
home in New York, City, 'This is shown in Table IV 91S line 10 as the number in 
"regulac^family^day care homes. The column labeled Regular is information on 
the 55 , family day care programs operated by day care agencies. Thirty-five of 
these are day care centers that also supervise a cluster of family day care 
homes. Twenty are agencies that only operate a family day< care program; 
> 

The column labeled yoluntary is information on the eleven voluntary^ child H 
Welfare 'agencies that provide family day care as "well as a range of other, 
support se'rvices for children and families. In the volun ary program there is 
an emphasis on providing day care as a part ot a protective or preventive ser- 
vice plan for families. There may be a matching - one provider serving only one 
fajnily. Thetee factors account for the lower average number children per 
provider. \ 

The number of children enrolled per provider is shown oa line 6 of Table IV. 
Adjusting this for the attendance ra*tes shown on lines 8 and 9 yields the final 
figures on line 10. • * 

TABLE IV New York .City Publicly Funded Family Day 'Care - Providers, Enrollment, 
Attendance Levels 



Category 

1) Number^ f 



Certified Previders 



Type of Family Day Care 
Regular , Vo,luntaj^ y - 



1239 



2) Number of Children Enrolled 1/81/ / 5, 

3) under J years 
4>fe 3-6 years 
5/ 6-14 years 

67 Average number of children 
per provider (Line 2 divided 
by Line 1) ' * 

7) Average Attendance Rate: j 

8) 8 weeks to 6 yrs 
'9') "6 to 14 years 

10) Average number of children 
in home based on' attendance 
(Line 6 x Line 8 + Line 9) 




4.0 



9^.8 
94.6 

3..8 



826 

'1963 
929 
"46V 
570 

2.4 



91.0 
94 .2 

2.2 



Total 
2065 

6970. 
3253 
1626 
2091 

3.4 
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working data 




Table V can be usefully reviewed by the ^ader who desires a 'more detailed 
understanding of the source data that was used in reaching Che findings on 
• prevail a - nd sCaf f . raCios ' table gives a .ore complete breakup of the 

prevailing age groupings in day' care, in NYC and the numbers of groups erouo 
sizes, and staffing levels in each. groups, group 

♦ * 

staffiSe 3 'Jii'rtl - a f 8e J y « al£ -«*l«"ory except for columns C and*D regarding 
staf LI , ,1"? 8 f U ? S ' SCaffiQ8 " sCa S8 ered *° that there are two § 
fun-time "afr It fhn duria \ the t en ^ our day . ^ „ 

run cine staff, at 71 hours each, that would be 22$ staff hours oer dav nor ,™ 
■Sfi scaf "Ic lEV" l0 "" °V° ^urs aw Dslsed on the assumption 

4 hours.- nours, Assistant Tea?her-7^ hours, Teacher Aide- 

vice patte C rns d fo e ? Tj^t, "f f aC 3 h0UrS each -«e , scheduled . The data on sev- 

'"fhilSU n!; deriVe 8r ° UP Si " d3Ca for Table 11 we used the'*id-point of 22/5 

' lZHjrlZ i tt d * t< t « was . ag 8 re 8 aCed «or all-school-age children age 6-14-, in order 
llottl W «aff ratio date for table III, che total number of school-age 

SaS'lSu? 1 " " half ' 182,3 m CreaC6d a * ed ^ as 
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Responsibilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration 

Function ftesponsibility ' Staff 

* * (agency or bureau) . (full time equivalents) 



Licensing 

Certification/ 
Regis t ration* 



Department of Health and 
Mental Hygiene 



N/A 



Frequency 



onpe a year 



♦ 4 



Monitoring 



Department of Hunan Resources 



Purchase of Service Department of Hunan Resources 
Contracts ^ 



Training of 
Caregivers 



V 

Department of Human Resources 



This function is completed 
by workers in other areas. 



E. Responsibilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Hone Administration 
Function 



Responsibility 
(agency or bureau) 



Staff 

(full time equivalents) 



once a year 
once a year 

once a year 
Frequency 



o 

<N 



Licensing " Department of Human Resources 



once a year 
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Certification/ .* 
Registration ~ 



Monitoring Department of Human Resources 

Purchase of Service' Department of Human Resources 
Contracts 

Training of ' Department of Human Resources 
* Caregivers * r 



once: a year 
once a year 



a* if*** 



This function is to provide 
by family day care workers 



once a year 
who the 




139 ' % 

;ers 



provide 



II. Demofiraphlcg (Note- the source of Information, i.e. State law or regulations, licensing report purchase 
of services contract, monitoring,^ ports, provider survey, and xthe date, If 'possible?? !»«*«• 



Facilities 
Total # Title XX Funded Centers 

#For-p*oflt Title XX Funded 
Centers J ^ 

pn«*4#Hon-Profit Title XX Funded 
Centers 

t 

^Public Title XX Funded Centers 

' * #Waiverable TlUe XX Funded 
Centers * 



96 & 26 Sta te operated 



.28 



Source of Information 
Center Contract List. 

' This information not available in our 

statistics. " f 



65 



29 (incl uded 26 state operated) 




Total i Title XX 



Funded^ 



Homon 



1976. 



♦Vaiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) HHS funded children. 
Families \ 

. mie a XX? th8 Stat9 * Srlterla U86d 10 deter,,,inin S if a f ^ly Is 'Uglble to receive day care services funded by 

40 . from Code of Maryland Rgffnint.-i ons 07.02.09.09 Ejlfdbility for Day Care Servic es 
— 'Eligibility for pay Care Services (see attached) 
• — 07,02.09.11 Priori ties (see attached) 
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,0&. Eligibility for. Day Care Services 

A, Need. A family is eligible for Day. Care Services for Children 

S 

if no adult member of the? family is available to care for the child and 
no other child care plan c&n be arranged and for one or more of the 
following situations: 

(1) The family situation involves - abuse or neglect (Protective 

Services for Children); 
» 

(2) The family situation involves the risk of institutionali- 
zation of the child; 

(3) An AFDC parent or caretaker relative of the child is, on 

a full-time basis, employed, completing high school, college or vocational 
training or during the first month of seeking employment; 

(4) An. AFDC parent* or caretaker relative of the child is, on a 
part-time basis, employed, completing high school, college or vocational 

training; ^ 

(5) The parent or caretaker relative of the child is, on full- 

time basis * employed and within the income limits for eligibility for 

( * 
day care services. 
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.07.02.09.11 Priorities 

, * 

A. Provision of day care services is -subject to the following 
order of priority: 



1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 



7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

t 

11. 
| 12. 



Prevention of out-of-home placement and reunification 
of-famiry and/or relative, such as protective service 
participants and children at risk of institutionalization. 

Income Maintenance Status and- Income Eligible less than 
40% median income, full-time working. 

Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligibleness than 
40% median income, completing high school. 



order : 








a. 


40 


- 49% 


median 


income 


b. 


50 


- ,59% 


median 


income 


• 

c. 


60 


- 69% 


median 


income 


d. 


70 


- 80% 


• median 


income 



Income Eligible 40 to. 80% of median income, completing 
high school. • ' 

Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than 
40% median income, full-time undergraduate college or 
vocational training. 1 

Income- Eligible, 40 to 80% of median income, full-time 
undergraduate college, or vocational training. 

Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than 
40%- median income, part-time working parent. . 

Income Maintenance Status and Income 'Eligible less than 
..40% median income, part-time completing high school parent 

Income Eligible, 40 to 80% of median income part-time 
working." 

Income Maintenance Status and Income Eligible less than 
40% median income, part-time undergraduate- college or 
vocational training for parent. • 

Income Eligible, £0 to 80% median income part-tLie 
undergraduate college or vocational training. 
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AV S?cSSwi Wa9eS f ° r caregivers in Title fu,lded da * . - Source of InfornaUon ' " ^ 

Lead Teacher _$jL43 __ Teacher Aide $ 3.23 J Questionaire . ' 

" Teacher $3.90 < 

(Note: Day Care Center Survey question #B3JL data can be used if this information is not available.) 

) 

Rates of R eimbursement for Title XX Centers and Hones 

Are rates of reimbursement based on: (Check as many as are appropriate.) f 
. Flat Rate Negotiated Rate _X_ Market Price X*_ Actual Cost * * U p to State maximum ' 

Does the State have a sliding fee scale? Yes X No ' 

i 

Daily Rate of Reimbursement for: (Indicate range of reimbursement if appropriate) 
v AGE RANGE V CENTERS HOMES FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS 



Under 2 Year Olds 
r 

2 Year Olds \ Up to $8.40 a day $ 5 .25 a day 




JtyA 



10-14 Year Olds 

Does the State reimburse on a scheduled enrollment of attendance basis or are both systems used within the State? 
.(Please explain.) . *• 

■ '.>■,' 

' Scheduled enr °l^nt - The c hild is allowed 25% of scheduled days of enrollment for absences per month. If 

more - the, worker is informed and investigates absences. ' 

Supplemental Rates (handicapped, special education/ training, etc. Please explain.) J ] ' 

Fantily day care homes - $6.90 per dav - Retaliations foruse being developed. 
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Source of Information 



»icw many children {XX and non-XX funded) attend 
Title XX funded centers? , - 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are under 2 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 2 years old? ^ ■ 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 3 to 6 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 6 to 10 years old? 



N/A 



4.5% 



91% 



4.2% 



What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 10 to 14 years old\ 




QUESTICNAIRE 



(Note: If the percentage of children in age categories is unknown, Day Care Center Survai Question |B7 can be used.) 



CENTERS 
"T4150 ._ 

CENTERS 
562 
35% 



HOMES 
3093 

HOMES 



Informatl 



Source of Information 
Budget requests 

Source of Information 
Questional re 



How many total Title XX funded children attend 
centers and hemes? . - ^ 

Caregivers 

Total.! paid*"3aregiver staff in Title XX funded 
centers and homes > 

Percentage of credential led caregivers* 

•Credential led means a caregiver having a nationally recognized predential such ass 
. A.A. in nursing or education 

* B S5*? r ° r J rad ^ te 1x1 lpfant Psychology, early childhood education, child development' 

elementary education or home economics - ^ ' 

. Montessbri teaching credential '« * 

. Child Development Associates certification (CDA) / 
' . State 'fear ly Childhood Education teaching certificate ' e ' 

^e^iSLT^ SUI ^ qUeSti ° n ^ ^ F3milY Care ifcme ^tiong^iata can be used if information 
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IMS Funded Day Care Services > - state FY 1982 - Budget Figures ' j 

_ State Local 

Source Total $ Federal $ 1 Match $ Match $ 

Title XX 

Title IV-A (AFDC) SEE ATTACHED INFORMATION 

Title IV-B 

WIN - ' 

Developmental Disabilities 

III. Sutmiary of Current ^itle XX Funded Day Care Practices/ State Agency 

, t I 11 ! f 2 1 ? wl II 9 T Jes ,4 ons are Signed to provide a swinery of current State agency requirements and practices 
related to Title XX funded day care. Please indicate the source of information where requested. The word facility 
refers to day care centers and family day care homes. 

A. Program of Activities 

1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care providers * to have a developmental ly appropriate program 
of activities? Yes, both centers and homes x_ Centers >snj ^. Homes only No 

2. Is the State agency providing information and/or technical assistance regarding a.program of developmental ly 
appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? Yes, both centers and homes x Centers onlv 

Homes only No 

* ^ • .• • 

B. Training " 

1. Does the State currently require all newly hired day care center caregivers to receive an orientation? 
Yes No . 

* 2. Does the State have a plan for providing or purchasing training for cafWvers of Title XX funded centers and 
homes? Yes, both centers and homes J£_ Centers only Homes only fro 

3. If the State has a training plan, does -it specify the nature and extent of the training required? Yes ' No y 
r ^ " - 

* In Baltimore City only - program is to expand this year. 
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If yes, what is the quantity and type or "types of training offered? 



4. If the State does not have a training plan, have any of the follcwing planning activities been performed? 

Needs assessment; Yes No X (A small attenpt at a needs assessment for center provider^ was made.) 

Identification bf priority target ^groups Yes No 

^ Inventory of training resources (financial and/or programs tic) Yes No x 

Can you estiipatelfc*/ many Title XX caregivers received training in 1980? Source of Information ' 

Yes X_ No # 

If yes, how many? Title XX funded center caregivers 1,076 Purchase of Service Contracts 

Title XX funded home caregivers 1.659 

f * » 

C Nutrition 

!• Does the State have nutrition requirements for Title XX funded centers and homes? Yes, both centers and homes X 
Centers only Homes only No 




If yes, #re Title XX funded day care facilities required to provide! * The regulation only states that the provider 

CENTERS* HOMES * just see that an adequate lunch and snacks 

z Breakfast , are provided. 

Snacks 

L^nch / , 



00 



1 
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'2. What percentage of Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in 

the USDA Child Cajte FoodLProgram? Percen t Source of Information 

* , Centers 

Homes * not available but a very small proportion 

3. Is the r State currently making consultative services on nutrition and food services available to: 

1 Yes No 
Title XX funded centers X 

Title XX , funded hemes ' " X y ' 

.151 J , . . - » 152 

s 



Health and Safety 7 , 

1. Does' the State currently recjuire age appropriate immunizations for Title XX and non-Title XX funded children 
In Title XX funded day qare facilities? Yes, both centers and hemes jj_ Centers only Homes only No 

, Are -any children in day care frailties not required £o receive iirmunizations?, (please specify) 



If a parent provides a written if tateroent of religious objections (centers only), 



2. Does the State currently, require health assessments for Titie XX and non-Title XX funded children in Title XX 
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers ana homes x Centers .only Hemes only" No % 

^ Are any -children in day care facilities not required to receive health assessments? (please specify) 

If a parent provides a written statement of religious objections (centers only), 

* ' I 

3. Are the health assessments required to be at the level recenmended by the American Academy of Pediatrics or 
EPSDT? (see page ; 8A) Yes No 

4. Are daycare center and home providers required to provide information bo parents, as needed, concern!™ 
child health seryice^ available in the cormiunity? Yes, both centers, and homes Centers only -1 
Homes only No JC_ * 



5. ^ Are day care center providers required" to assist parents "in obtaining health* services? Yes _ No x_ 

6. Kre day care home providers required to refer parents to appropriate health care agencies? Yes No 

i: Does the State agency provide information to all Title XX funded day care facilities about the availability of 
child health services in the ccmnunity and about how the services may be obtained? Yes, both centers and hones 
Centers only Homes only _vNo X * - T% r 

8. Doe^the St^te^ agency ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal, State, or locally funded services 
for which they are^eligible? Yes, both centers and hones Centers only Homes only *No _X_ 

* * -* 

Hew is that accorplished? * 



A GUIDE TO ROUTINE HEALTH SUPERVISION 



(tlO^HEET) 

W§p#odtfC»d wttft pftmwon of TN Amttta*n Actotmy of.Ptdf trtct f/om 3u/vl«rdio» CJwtd H»«rth Ctrt ihifp tgti>on 1977 P P 13. 14. 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PREVENTIVE HEALTH SCREENING 

Th« "Rtcommtndariom for Prtxtntivt Heaitfi C*rt of Chiidftn irw Yowtft* rtprtttm f « guiot for tn* cart or **ti* en.* cum ttetivt tomoettm ptrtm.og. 
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E. Physical Envirorcrent ' 

' S 

I. Does the State have requirements 'that day care facilities must meet concerning: 

COTTERS HOMES 

Fire 

* Sanitation 
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- Transportation X w - X - 

V ' Swiimiing ^ X X 

Equipment . X _Z r 

For those State requirements which you do not have, do you require each county or local jurisdiction to 
* sqt their cwn requirements? (please specify) 



sjx:ial xE 



F* Spcial ^Services „ , 

1. Does the State require Title XX funded day care facilities to provide information . to parents, as needed, 

concerning social services available in the catnunity? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only 4 

Hemes only No 

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers required to assist parents in obtaining social services? Yes _ No X 

*- 

3. Are Title XX funded day care homes required* to refer parents to appropriate social service agencies? 
Yes NoX I J 

4. Does testate agency provide information to all Title XX funded facilities about the availability of 
„ social^rvicesf in the comiunity and hew they nay be obtained? Yes, both centers and hemes Centers only _ 

Hemes only No X ^ 

Hew is this information provided? : 



Does the State agency help to ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal/ STate, or locally 1 tr^ 

funded services for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only tones only lu / 

No _X - 

Hew is that accomplished? _____ ; 3 . 



G. Parent Involvement " 

l ' ^ e r^ i nr^JT^f < day S?V e 2 tei:B to P**** Parents with opportunities to participate in 

general program policymaking? Yes No X * 

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers' required to allow parents: 

- 1 

a. unlimited access to observe their children? Yes Nox 

If ff iew "P 0 " request any monitoring reports- or evaluations of the center? Yes x No 
- c. to observe the center and discuss their children's needs before enrollment? ' Yes T" No 

3 * ^STn^^K 39 ^^^^ 5 i " formation ^ technical assistance to Title XX funded day care, providers 
on working with parAits? Yes, both centers and heroes Centers only Hones only J_ No £_ 

How is that information provided? \ . * % 



4 * YeT X h6 No tate ° ffer a choice of a ^ care facility whenever administrativeLy possible? 
H. Group Conposition 

y 1. What are the State staff /child ratio requirements for each of the following age groups in Tit^e XX funded 

• centers: (please fill in ages as specified in- State requirements) 

ft 353 _ REQUIRED RATIOS • 

. . Infants ( - ) not allowed , 

Toddlers" (2 yr- ) - i -. 6 *** 

X " Preschoolers ( 3 z 4 ) 1 - 10 (5 yr ) - 1 - 13 ! 

School Age (.6 - 14)_ 1 -13 (5 ^ 0 1 13 j 



C 



Do these requirements differ frcm the "State licensing requirements? Yes No X 

If yes, -please specify that difference: * \ '■ 
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2. Is there any group of Title XX funded. children in centers for whom there are no staff /cnAd ratio 
requirements? Yes X No 1 * 

*j _ ~~ ~ - i 

If yes, please specify: One program that is part of the university system and one program on a mi litary 

base are not under the Maryland State Health Department regulations. 

. . 15D. 
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1 

3* Does the State currently have requirements for group size for children in Title XX funded centers? Yes No* 

If yesr-sjtecify those requirements below: (fill in appropriate ages) 

AGES REQUIRED, GROUP SIZES 

Infants { - ) N/A ZZZZZZ^ZIZZI 

Tbddlers (2 y*- ) 12 ^ 5 yr. - 26 

Preschoolers ( 3 - 6 ) ^ 20 .» 

School Age 1 { • ) 26 



Do these requirements differ from the state licensing requirements? Yes No ^ 

If yes, please specify that difference: * t 



What are the caregiver /child ratios and group sizes for Title XX funded family day care homes? 
(please state requirements) 

1:4 if over 2 years * ' 

1:2 if under 2 years ' ' 



5, May a volunteer be counted as a caregiver in a Title XX funded day care centers? Yes No % 

Under what circumstances? 



CO 



Do these requirements^ differ from the State licensing/registration requirements? Yes No £ 

If yes r please specify that difference: 



6. May a staff member who normally performs non-ca;:egiving duties (such as the director, cook, bus driver, etc*) 
be counted as a caregiver in a Title XX funded center? Yes No x 

Under what circumstanced? > \ *■ 161 

7. Dogs the State v determine conpliance with "staffing requirements on an actual attendance or scheduled enrollments 
basis or are both systems usetf within the State? Please specify: Scheduled enrollment, / 



State Agency Advisory Council 

* 1. Does the State have a Day Care Advisory Council? Yes No Forming one now 

2. Does the Council include:. 

a. parents of Title XX funded children? Yes X No ' 

b. operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes~x~ No — 

c. operators of Title XX funded homes? ' Yes x No 

d. representatives of appropriate agencies? Yes y "~NO 

3. Whan does the Council advise? Office of O^ld m Care ^ .Serv^ flctaiDlstmti^ 

4. Who appoints the Council? frecuUve Dire ctor Sosia] Sacgicea fl dmlnlatratioo 
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JV. Sunwary of. Current Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices/ Centers > . . . 

"The * following questions are designed to provide a sumnary of current Title XX funded day cai^^^^ftpfovider 
practices. Please indicate the source of information f assail responses T If the source of infor^^ifc^^^ provider 
survey, please include the sample size and the/%ate pt the survey. Noted in parenthesis S^t^S^ 1 ^^^ 1 #estion *V 
is the section .and number of the item in the day care center provider telephone survey vrfiffl^^jl^i^pvrde the needed 
information if it is not already available to you. % " 

A* Training > Source of Information 



1. What percentage of Title XX funded day car^cfenters provide at) orientation to all 
newly hired caregivers? (C,l) - 89% 



car^cfent 



2. What is the -average length of time of that orientation? ( C,2) 7.5 hours 

3. Of those* caregivers Without a nationally recbgnized child development ' 

' credential , what percentage have taken courses, seminars, or specialized in-service 
training related to child care during the past^year? (C/4) * » 59% ' 

t percentage of centers pixivide each of the following n^als: (bjr30) 




a. \breakfast 65% 




b. knacks *100% 

c. N Wh 94% * 

Health and Safety ^ , 

I* What percentage of centers require children to • have a health assessment? (B,29) 

100% # * • 

*. * 

2. What percentage of centers .require children to have age appropriate immunizations? 
' (M9) 100% ■ v » - 4 , 

3. Wfiat percentage of centers maintain health records for enrolled children? (D*l) 
• 100% 

4. What percentage of centers have written plans for responding to illnesses and 
emergencies? (0,2). 91% *- 



Mi 



5.' What percentage of centers provide information to parents as needed concerning 

chilii health services available in the community? (D,3) 94% - j - ^ 



' * f $ 

\ ; 3 Source of Information 

6. What 'percentage of centers assist parents in obtaining \ea 1th services? 
' <D,4) 83% 

* 

7. During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information 
t and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availability of 

< child health services in the aAdnity? (D,5) 29% 



D. Social Services ' • 

• 1. What percentage of centers: (E, 1) 

a. ppovide information and referral for parents to needed social services? 

72% 

b. provide assistance to parents in obtaining needed social services? 
> ' 72% 1 

c. follcw^up to see that parents received social services? 46% - 



2. During the past year, what percentage^ centers have received information and , * 
assistance from the State Title XX Agency regarding the availability of social 
services? (E,2) 33% * . , 

E. Parent Involvemen t * <3 

• : * x 

1. What percentage ef certters allcw parents the opportunity to (F,l) * - We cannot answer this question since it ras 
v * , , . ' • < not part of the questionaire.Vfe would guess 

a. hav^ unlimited access to observe their children? ; , that a and b were high viiile c and d 

b. regularly exchange information with parents about their children and the ^ere low. 
center's day care program? J . ♦ 

c. participate in general program policymaking activities of the center? 



d. participate 4 in staff selection? 



F. Group Size (Tables ,3a and/or 4a) * 

For the questions in this section please respond using the following group size guidelines: 

Age of Child Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrollment Maximum Group Size/Attendance 

Birth to 2 years 6 6 

2 years 12 12 

3 to 6 years 18 16 
6 to 10 years v ' 16 14 
10 to 14 years ' 20 18 

(Notet Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (Whichever is lower) HHS funded children,) 

1. Wha tureen tage of groups in non-waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger than) the cited guidelines? 

ERJC-- • . : 166 



* - m source of Information 

2. What percentage of groups in waivorable centers are bole*/ (i.e. larger 4 

than) the cited guidelines? 1% „ • Qoestionaire 

* - <* *~ 

3. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have groups belcw (i.e. larger * 

than) the cit$d group size guidelines? . Questionaire 

4. What percentage of waivorable centers have groups belo* (i.e. larger than) 

the cited group size guidelines? _3£ V * *+- m % 

5. What is the State's average group size in non^aiverable^^ntera for each 
of the following age categories: cf^^^^ 

Sc heduled Enrol ljnent Attendance 

Age 

Under 2 year olds N/ft * * Centers are not allowed by State law 

2 year olds _1QJ5 ' to take children and 2 years, of age 

3 to 6 year olds ULJ - 

6 to 10 year olds 17 _ 

10 to 14 year olds ^= i_ Qiestionaire 

6. What is the State's average group size in waiverable centers for each of the * 
following age /categories: * " 

Age Scheduled Enrol Iroent ' Attendance . 
Under 2 year olds — Questionaire * 



2 year olds 

3 to 6 year olds 15.4 
6 to 10 year olds 



10 to 14 year olds — L 

Staffing (Tablesr 7a and/or 8a) m , l\ 

- ^ , > 

For the questions in this section please respond using the following staff /child ratio guidelines: 
Age of Child & Staffing Ratio/Scheduled Enrollment Staffing Ratio/Attendance 

Birth to 2 year 1:3 . % 1:3 

2 years 1:4 1:4 

3 to 6 years 1:9. , J«» * - Q n 
6 to 10 years 1:16 ^ 1:14 luO 
10 to 14 years 1*20 1:18 

(Notes Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lower) IMS funded children.) 

1. F or children under 2 years old ; ' Source of Information 

7 1 

a. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more 

children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? N/A 



/ 
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k uu^i- ^ Source of Information 

d. wnat percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. -have 
less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines^?, N/A ~ ~ 

c. Vfoat nutter of additional PTE caregivers in non-waiverable centers would 
the State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? N/A 

d. What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more / 
children per caregiver than the c^ed guidelines)? N/A ' 

e. What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less 
children per caregiver than the oited guidelines)? N/A 

f . What nuiber of additional FIE caregivers in waiverable centers would the 

^ State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? N/A * 

2. Ifbr children 2 years and older ; ' 

a. -What percentage of non-waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more 
children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? 6% Questionaire 

b. What percentage of non-waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less 
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 79% °° 

c. What nunber of additior\al FTp .caregivers in non-waiverable centers would the 
* * State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? 7.6 

d* What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (i.e. have more 
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 0 



e. What percentage of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less 
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 11% 



£ . V&iat nurber of additional PTE caregivers in waiverable centers would the State 
need to satisfy the cited guidelines? g 

3. Vtoab is the State's average actual ratio in non-waiverable centers for the following 
age categories: , 

Age Scheduled Enrollment Attendance 
Under 2, years — 
f 2 years 3.9 ZIZZZI 

SO , 3 to 6 years 6.3 ' . ^ZHZZl 

6 to 10 years* 6.9 * 

10 to 14 years _ — * ~ 
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4. Vtbat Is the State's average actual ratio in waiverable centers for the following Source of Information 
age categories: 

b3*t Scheduled Enrollment Attendance 

Under 2 years — ~ . 

2 year olds ' 3 -, - Questionaire 

* 3 to 6 year olds 7 3 * ^ " 

6 to 10 year olds 1 ' 

10 to 14 y£ar olds • % ' " 



y. * Smmary of Current Title XX Ftinded Day Care Provider Practices/ Hemes 

Ihe following questions are designed to provide a sunmary erf current Title XX funded day care hone provider . 
practices. Please indicate the source of information for all responses. Noted in parenthesis following each 
question is the number of the item in the family day care provider survey which could provide the needed information 
if it is not already available to you. L 

A. yraini^^ Source of Information 

> . 
What percentage of home caregivers have taken in the past year <£ny courses , 
«. -seminars or in-service training related to child care? (7) 2f& 

B. Nutrition v * 



1 * * 

1. Vfoat percentage of hemes provide each of the, following meals: (11) 

a. breakfast 53% 

b. snacks 93% 

c. lunch J 222> 

■ 

C. ' Health and Safety . * 

1. What percentage of homes require children to have: (8) - 1 >7 

J ' * 

171 c * a teaytn assessment 97% 

w b. age appropriate immunizations 

D. Parent Involvement 

1. What percentage of homes regularly offer parents opportunities to observe 
their children and talk about their children's needs? (10) 95% 



2 



* 
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E. Group composition 

1. What percentage of hemes have: (13, 14) 
a, 1 child 5% 



. • f 

b. £-3 children 4pfi 

c. 4-5 children 30% ^ 

d. 6 children i<e 

e. 7-12 children 



Source of Information 



Questional re 



2. Of those hones serving more than 6 children, what percentage have more than 

one caregiver? (12, 15) None s # 

3. What percentage of those heroes serving only children under 2 years old have 

nore than 3 children attending at any one time? (12,13) 25% * There wre only 4 homes in the sample who 

a .« t. ^ * L served only under 2 year olds, 

4. What percentage of homes provide after-school care for children who attend full 
day school? (4) 

5. In those hemes serving children who attend 'full day school, what is the average 
number of such children served? 

Status v * 

1. What percentage of hemes are: (16) 



a, independent 90% 

b. part of a family day care home system 10% 



o 
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INTRODUCTION 



The effective date of the Health and Human Services Day Care 
Regulations (HHSDCR) has been delayed by Congress until July 1," 19 81, 
under a- provision of the Omnibus Reconciliation Act of 1980 . This 
provision $lso mandates the Department of Health arid Human Services to 
"assist eacji State ^in conducting $ systematic assessment of curreftt 
p'r&cfcices' in Title XX funded day care programs and provide *a summary . 
report of the assessment to Cpngress ; by J,une # l, 1981." Title XX funded 
day care programs include all day care centers and homes receiving 
any Title XX funds.'- s ''-^ 

This package has Seen developed as a technical assistance tool to 
aid States in conducting that assessment. The package includes: 

. £ form which can be used to report Title XX day care information 

on State Agency practices and orgar/i zation and center and hofre 
^provider practices; 
suggested sampling procedure's and 4< 
provider surveys; 

sample advance letters to ^family day care home and -center 
providers to notify them of the survey; m h " • ■ 

telephone survey questionaires with interviewer instructions for 
home and center purveys; and J 

center group si-ze and staff/chilp ratio compilation instruction^ 
with illustrated tables as well as table shells . / 

V « . 

NOTICE OF PENDING OMB APPROVAL; . 



ample sizes for conducing 



THESE INFORMATION COLLECTION INSTRUMENTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO JHErN 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET (0MB) # FOR APPROVAL, BUT HAVE NOT Yl£* 
RECEIVED t)MB APPROVAL. IF THESE INSTRUMENTS ARE APPROVED BY OMB, THE* 
•FINAL APPROVED VERSIONS MAY OR MAY -NOT .DIFFER FROM THESE VERSIONS. 
SINCE THESE INSTRUMENTS HAVE NOT YET * BEEN ^PSROVED BY OMB , THERE IS 
NO REQUIREMENT THAT -THEY BE USED TO, PROVIDE INFORMATION TO ACYF . STATES 
H MAY VSE THEM, HOWEVER, FOR THEIR , OWN* PURPOSES . * WHEN (fiftB 'APPROVAL IS . , 
RECEIVED, ACYF WILL 'NOTIFY STATES AND SEND THEM THE FTNAL APPROVED 
INSTRUMENTS. 

* \ • m ' 

Jtegiimal Office staff are available to-provi'de assistance ijjgfhe 
♦ condtrct of tUfe State assessment. If there are specific technical 

questions regardirig^any part of this package; please contact Allen Smith 
- or Ann Segal at (202) 755-87*74 • in -the Day Care Division, Administration 
for' Children, Yoifth and Families, Department of Health and .Human Services 
Washington, D. C 



SUBMITTED TO OMB - APPROVAL PENDING 
) 9 



Date Carole ted 



ASSESSMENT OF STATE CURRENT PRACTICES IN TITLE XX FUNDED DS&CARE 



Region 



State 



fir 



Stete Contact (primary source of information) : 
Name and Title 



Agency _; 

Address 

City, State 
Telephone __ 



Zip 



N 



1 
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INTRODUCTION 



This* form may be uSecFto report the State assessment of 
current Title XX day care practices* - The Administration for 
Children, Youth and Families , .Department of Health and Human 
Services is responsible for receiving all State reports and 
preparing a -summary report to be submitted to Congress by June 1, 
1981. r 

The outline 9f the summary report will be similar to the 
outline of this reporting form. This form includes sections on: 
r - * 

• State, organization of Title XX day care administration; 

• State demographics; 

• ■ % 

• State agency requirements, procedures, and practices; 
* , Day care center - provider practices; and 

. Day care home - provider practices. 

The questions in the provider practices 1 sections reference questions 
in the provider survey instruments since these instruments can be 
-.used to obtain missing information. 




I, Organization and Administration 

A, Name of agency with overall responsibility for administration of Title XX funded 
day care (please specify highest level of authority, e.g. Department of Human 
Services, Department of Welfare, etc.) 



Bi . Is the agency administration (Check one) : 

j State administered (State performs plannihg, regulation,* and administration 

of purchase of day care services) 

' State supervised (State- performs centralized planning, policymaking and 

supervision but service delivery is administered on the county or local level) 

C. Are there facilities receiving Title XX funds that are excluded frcm 

State licensing requirements? (e.g. church operated facilities, day care fcomes 
with only one child, etc.) Yes No 

If yes, how many centers: hones: 

For what reason" are they excluded? , 

ffite — i 




Respensbilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Center Administration 

<*. 

Function Responsibility Staff 

* (agency or bureau) (full time eguivalei^) 

Licensiug 



Certification/ 
Registration c 

* * * v 

Monitoring 
V 

Purchase of Service 
Contracts 



Training of , 
Caregivers 

y 

t 

Responsibilities for Title XX Funded Day Care Home / Adminis tra tipn 

Function Responsibility Staff 

(agency or' bureau) • ' (full time equivalents) 

4 

Licensing * 

Certification/ 
Registration 



Monitoring 



Purchase of Service 
*Corttracts 



Training of 
Caregivers 



II. Demographics (Note the source of information, i.e. State law or regulations, licensing report, purchase 
of^ervices contract, monitoring reports, provider survey, and the date, if 'possible.) 

% Facilities - Source of Information 

Tot^l # Title XX Funded Centers , ~. 



#For-profit *Tltle XX Funded 
/ Centers 

#Non-Prx?fit Titled Funded 

Centers * 

' ^Public Title XX .Funded Centers \ 

#Haiverable Title XX Funded * 
Centers .* . 

•total # Title XX Funded Horn en 

pI. - - 

* * 

♦Vaiyerable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is^ lower) HHS funded children, 

%. 

Fafelltes 
"7 — 1 

WKkt are the -State criteria used in determining if a family is eligible to receive day care services funded by 
Title XX?" - " ~ — ' ' - ■ , 



Children *' 

* * 

Hew many children (XX and non-XX funded) attend 
H-tle XX funded centers? * 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are vsider 2 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 2 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 3 to 6 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 6 to 10 years old? 

What percentage of children in Title XX funded 
centers are 10 to 14 years old? 



Source of Information 



/ 



<■>*.. If ^ tercentage of OUeren ia a 9e categories is ua*™, tey care Center Survey option « caa be used 
« many total Title xx finvW, ~m i/i^^ k 



Hb* many total Title XX funded children attend 
. centers and hones? * • 

Caregivers 

Total # paid caregiver staff in Title XX funded 
centers and hones 

Percentage of credentialled caregivers* 



CENTERS 



CENTERS 



HOMES 



*H0MES 



Source of Information 



. Source of Information 



♦Credential led means * care ^ vet **** - nationally recognized credential such as: 
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♦ A. A, in nursing or education 

• ESSS^SSSS! t^*J£&™***»- Nation, child develop, 
. Montessori teaching credential 

. Child Development Associates certification (CDA) , 
,K^;' Sta rf 0111(31100(3 Education teaching certificate. . ' 

( S^t ^2Se?T ter f™^ qUe8UOn #C3 ^ F3mily ^ ^tion 16 data can be used if infection 



1SG 
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Average hourly wages* for caregivers in Title XX funded day Source of Information 

care centers: 

Lead Teacher ; Teacher Aide 

Teacher : 

(Note: Day Care Center Survey question #B3JL data cart be used if this information is not available.) 

* Rates of Reimbursement for Title XX Centers and Homes 

Are rates of reimbursement based on: (Check as many as are appropriate.) 

Flat Rate Negotiated Fate Market Price Actual Cost 

Does the' State have a sliding fee scale? Yes No 

Daily Rate of Reimbursement for: (indicate range of reimbursement if appropriate) 

AGE RANGE CENTERS HOMES * > FAMILY HOME SYSTEMS 

o 

Under 2 Year Olds - » * «n 

* 2 Year Olds 

3-6 Year Olds * * _ # 

6-10 Year Olds 
10 - 14 Year Olds 



Does the State reiidourse on a scheduled enrollment or attendance ai^sis or are both systems used within the State? 
(Please explain.) • $P 



Supplemental Rates (tiandicapped, special education, training, etc. \ Please explain.) 
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HHS Funded Day Care Services 

State Local 
Source Total $ • federal $ Match $ Match $ 

, Title XX C 



Title IV-A (AFDC) % 

Title IV-B 4 * 

WIN 

Developmental Disabilities * ' 

III. Summary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Practices/ State Agency 

The following questions are designed to provide a surrmary of. current State agency requirements and practices 
related to Title XX funded day care. Please indicate the source of, information where "requested. The word facility 
refers to day care centets and family day care hemes. 

A. Program of Activities 

1. Does the State currently require Title XX day care providers to have a developmental ly appropriate program 
of activities? Yes, both centers and homes' Centers only demes only No 

2. Is the State agency providing information and/or technical^ assistance regarding a program of developments lly 
appropriate activities to Title XX day care providers? YeL both centers and hemes Centers only 

Hemes only No * v , 

B. Training 

1. Does the State currently require all newly hired day care center caregivers to receive an orientation? ■ 
Yes No 

189 2 - 0065 the State have, a plan for providing or purchasing training for caregivers of Title XX funded centers and 
hemes? Yes, both centers and hemes Centers only Homes only No 



3. If the State has a training plan, does it specify the nature and extent of the training required? Yes 



No 



If yes, what is the quantity and type or types of training offered? 



r 



4. 



5. 



If the State does not have a training plan, have any of the following planning activities Jbeen* performed? 
Needs assessment Yes No 

Identification of priority target groups Yes No ; ^ 

Inventory of training resources (financial and/or prpgranmatic) Yes No 



Can you estimate how many Title XX caregivers received training in 1980? 
Yes L No j_ 

If yes, how many? Title XX funded center caregivers , 

' Title XX funded home caregivers , *' 



Source of Information 



Nutrition 



\ 



1. Does the State have nutrition requirements for Title XX funded centers? and 
Centers only Hemes only No ' . 

* J 

If ye£ r are Title )fX funded day care facilities required to provide: 

f ' CENTERS HOMES 

Breakfast _* 

' Snacks ; _^ n 

Lunch * 

2. What percentage of Title XX funded facilities currently praticipate in 
the USDA Child Care Food Program? Percent 

Centers 

, . _ Heroes 




th centers ,and homes 



# Source of Information 



3. Is the State currently njaking consultative services on nutrition and food services available to: 

Yes No 

Title XX funded centers ; ' 

Title XX funded homes . _ 



Id 1 
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D. Health and Safety 



1, * Does the State currently require age appropriate imnunizations for Title XX ,and non-Title XX funded children 
in. Title XX funded! day care facilities? Yes, both centers and hones ^ Centers ©nly Hemes only No 

4 Are any d&ldren ijn day care facilities not required to receive iiiinunizations? (please specify) 



2. 



Does the Stat£ currently require health assessments for Title XX and non-Title XX funded children in Title XX 
funded day care facilities? Yes, both centers and hemes Centers only Hemes only No 

Are any children in day, care facilities not required to receive health assessments? (please specify) 



3. Arejthe health assessments required to be at the level recaimended by the American Academy of Pediatrics or 
. EF€l5r? (see page ;8A) 4 Yes No ^ • 

4. Are day care center and home providers required to provide information to parents, » needed, concerning 

child health services available in the camtunity? Yes, both centers and hemes Centers only 

Homes only J No 

5. Are day care center providers required to assist parents in obtaining health services? Yeg No 

6. Are day care heme providers required to refer parentis to appropriate health care agencies? Yes Ntf • 

7. Does the State agency provide 'inform ti6n to all Title XX funded day care facilities afiout the availability of 
child health services .in the community and about hew the services may be obtained?. Yes, both centers and homes 
Centers only Ifcmes only No ^ 9 " • 

8. Dofes" the State agency ensure that -HHS* £und£d* cfciildren receive the federal, State, or locally funded services 
for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and homes Centers only J Hemes only No 

i 
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How is that accbnplished? 
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, t A GUIDE TO ROUTINE HEALTH SUPERVISION 



(TICK SHEET) 



Reproduced with permlnion of The Amtftcan Academy of Pedlatrtci from Standard! of Child Hearth Care, third admon, 1977, P P 1 1, 14, 

RECOMMENbAT!ONVFOR PREVENf IVE HEALTH,5CREENING 

' ' * L 

The 'Recommendations for Rreyentive. Health Care of Children a no Yoyin represent* a gutoe for the care ot wet* ch»ior«u wno icce^fe wpmpetentAarentmg, 

who have not manifested any important health problems, a no who er* growing ana Oevetopmg »ust8ctoi»jy . Cu<.u»Ti>ianv.« otuw, may /ndicato the need foj: 

additional visit* are outlined in the accompanying test* 



SHADED AREA INDICATES ACTIVITY IS TO BE PERFORMED - VINDICATES NOT TO BE PERFORMED BEFORE IS MONTHS 



For copies of Standard! of Child Health Care iPeperbeek}, write American Acadcm- • **■ 




*, P O. Box 1034, Evenito* 
*f 



CY 43 6 80 



A154 
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Physical Environment '* * ./ 

: = — , * \ % 

. * > » , v 

1. Does the State have requirements that day care facilities must, meet concerning: ■ 

* , J • centers • HOMES - • * 

Fire ^ ~ . • ~ ** 

' " > Sanitation ' 

* " • * Transportation * 

Swijrming . . 

^ ' ' Equipment * - ^ 



• For those State requirements which you do not have, do you require each county or local jurisdiction to 
?et their own Requirements? '(please specify) " • 

f * 4 . ■ - ^ : ; ^ ' 



Sobial Services * ' * / * ■ . 

/j % » 

i; .Does the State require Title XX funded day care facilities to C&vide' information to parents, as needed 
concerning social services available in the ccmnanity? .Yes, bkh centers and hones * Centers onlv 
Hopes. only No - x \ ' . *• / \ . m — 7 

9 

2. Are Title XX funded day care centers Required to assist parents in obtaining social Services? Yes , Nb 

* ' . . * — 

3. Are 'Title. XX funded day cab homes , required to refer parents to appropriate social service agencies? 

Yes ' NO '.• 

• k , Us 1 - . 

4. Does the State agency, provide information to all Title XX, fuSied facilities about the availability of 
social services in the ccnmunity and •how they may be obtained? Yes, both centers and homes Centers onlv 

• Homes only No J * • ' — ; ■ 1 



How is this 'infoiroation provided? 



f . ' r r ' ■ — " ~~ 

5. Does the State agency help to ensure that HHS funded children receive the Federal, STate, or local ly-^ 
, funded services for which they are eligible? Yes, both centers and homes ' Centers only HomeJonly , 



How is that accomplished? , 

' — 



Parent Involvement • , ' ) 

' / * • ' 

l^Are Title XX funded day care centers required to £&ovide parents with opportunities to participate in 

general 1 program policynaking? Yes \ No 

*■ » 

2. Arp Title XX funded day care centers required to a Hot parents: 

a. unlimited access to observe their children? Yes No 

b. to review upon request any monitoring reports or evaluations of -the center? Yes No [ 

c. to observe the center and discuss their children's neec3s before enrollment? Yes ; No 

v * 

3. Does the State agency provide information and technical assistance to Title XX funded day care .providers 
on working with parents? Yes, both cerrters and homes Centers only Hemes only No 

Hew is that information pfcvided? - * 

. . r ~ ; . 

4. Does the State agency offer parents a choice of a day care facility whenever administratively possible? 
. Yes No * , 

Group Composition k » 

* *■ * * 

s * * . * . 

1. What are the State staff /child ratio requirements for each of the following age groups in Title XX funded 
, centers:^ (please fill in (agps as specified in State requirements) # . * 

AGES * r % REQUIRED RATIOS 

* Infants ( - ) - * ; 

Tbddlers ) ] \ ^ 

Preschoolers ( - ) * 

School Age ( - ) . • , , 

* » 
Do these requirements differ from the Sfcate licensing requirements? Yes 

If fc yes, please specify fehafc difference: , « * 



2. Is there any group of Title. XX funded children in centers for whem tKere are no staf^/child ratio 
v requirements? Yes No 



If yes, please specify: 

IDS ~ 
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I. ■ Does the State currently hav^requiranents for gfroup si?e for children in Title' XX -funded centers? Yes No 

V If Yes" specify those requirements below: (fill 'in appropriate ages) ' * I ' ' 

.§2p , .' REQUIRED GROUP SIZ ES * ' 

Infants^ ) k " - ' -. 

•Toddlers ( - . ) [ . ; — ~ — . 

Preschoolers *( - ) .* ; 1 — • t ' 5 - ' 

School Age ( - ) ' : , • 

• Do these requirements differ frjbm the State licensing requirements? Yes ___ No ' 

If v_es, please specify that^ifference: ' A ' 



* ^easf sSL C reSS^f d ^ ^ ^ *' ^ ^ ***** 



V 



Do these requirements differ from the State licensing/registration requirements? Yes _ No 



If yes, please specify that' difference: 



in 



May a volunteer bejcounted as a- caregiver in a Title XX funded day 'care centers? Yes' No ' 

Under what circumstances? • ' ' ' ' 1 



^ y ^mS f a nieniber wh ° ,noI ? all y m Performs nori-caregiving duties (such as the director, cook,' bus driver,' etc.) 

be counted as a caregiver in a Title XX funded center? Yes^ No ' • ' ; * 201 

Under what circumstances? ' . 

P^?^ StAt fJt tBm ^ B ' oc ^ >1 } ai } ce «"* Staffing requirements on an actual attendance or scheduled enrollment 
basis or are both systems used within the State? Please specify: ' enroiunent 



I. State Agency Advisory Council N 

% • . 

1. Does the State have a Day Care A<3visQry t "€ovincil? Yes : No 

t • 

2. Does the Council includes . " , . 

a. ' parents of Tit^XX funded children? Yes.' '_ No 

b. operators of Title XX funded centers? Yes No 

s o. operators of Title XX f uncled hemes? Yes No 

* d. representatives of appropriate' agencies? Yes-*. No 

3. Whom does the Council advise? 

4 r 



,4. Who appoints the Council? 




IV. Sanreary of Current Titl** XX Fundfed Day Care Provider Practices/ Centers 



9 



The following questions are designed to provide a summary of current Title XX funded day care center provider 
practices. Please indicate tfce source of information for all responses. If the sourpe of information is a provider 
survey, please inclucte the sanfcie size and the date of the survey. Noted in parenthesis following each, question 

* is the section and number of, the item in the day care center provider telephone survey which could provide the needed 

* information IF it is not-alreaHv avail ahlp fn vnn. * — 



information £F it is not- already available to you.^ 
A. Training 



B. 



Source of Information ^' 
* 



1. What percentage of Title XX funded day care centers* provide an • orientation to all 
newly hired caregivers? {C,l) J / . 

2. What is the average lengtfr of time of that orientation? ( c/5k 

3. Of those caregivers without a nationally recognized child development 
credential, what "percentage -have* taken courses, seminars, or specialized 7 in-service 
training related tQ. child care during^tSte past' year? (C,4) 

Nutrition * 

1. What percentage of /centers provide each of the* following .meals 



: (B,3d) 



a* breakfast 

b. snacj^ * 

c. lunch 



C. Health and Safety 



1. What percentile of centers require children to have a health aSStssment? (B r 29) 



203^ 



2. What percentage of centers require children to have age appropriate immunizations? 
IB.29) , s ' ' 

3. Wljat percentage- of centers 'maintain health records for enrolled children? (D,l) 



ft. What percentage 13E centers have written* plans for responding to illnesses and 
emergencies? (D,2) * . \ ' 

5 . What percentage of centers provide information to parents as needed concerning 
child health services available in the community?' (D,3) 



it percentage of centers assist parents in obtaining health services? 
(D,4) ' , s ' 

(7 1 During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information 
and assistance from the State Title XX Agency about the availability of 
child health services in the community? (D,5) 

D.^ Social Services 

1, What percentage of centers: -(E,l) 

a. provide infonr&tion and referral for parents to needed social services? 



Source of Information 



b. * provide assistance to parents in obtaining needed social services? 



c. .follcfa-yp to see that parents received social services? 



2. During the past year, what percentage of centers have received information and 
assistance from the State Title XX Agency regarding the availability of social 
services? (E,2) " r 



Parent Involvement ' v 

1, What, percentage of centers alio; parents the opportunity to (F^W.) 
a. have unlimited access to observe their children? 



" b. regularly exchange information with parents about, tjieir children and the 

qenter's day care program? ' 

c. participate in general program policymaking activities' of the center? 



d. participate in staff selection? 




/ 



o 

so 



Group Size (Tables 3a and/or 4a) - 
For th# questions in -.this section please respond using the following group size guidelines: 
Age of Child Maximum Group Size/Scheduled Enrol Iment Maximum Group .Size/Attendance " 

Birth to 2 years , ,.6 * / S 6 

2 years * * 12 ) 12 - 

x 3 to 6 years 18 , 16 ' - 

6 to 10 years * 16 s ^ 14 . 

10 to 14 years 20 ' 18 y 

• * 

(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lewer) HHS funded children.) 
. 1. What percentage of gfoups in non-waiverable centers are below (i.e. larger than) the citad guidelines? 



ERIQ05 
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2* What percentage of groups in waiverable centers ire belcw (i.e. larger 
than) the*fcj*£d guidelines? f t 

,3, What percentage of non-waiyerable . centers have groups belcw '(i.e.^ larger 
than) the cited group size guidelines? ~ - 

. « ; ' • . — * 

4. What percentage of waiVerable centers have groups belcw (i.e. larger than) 
the cited group size guidelines? ] f - 

' 5*. What is the State 1 s.'average group size in non-waiverable centers f6r each 



of the following age categories: 

Age ' , • 

JUnder 2 year olds 

2 year olds 

3 to 6 .^ear olds 
6 to 10 year olds 
10' to 14 year olds 



Scheduled Enrol Imentp 



Attendance 



What is 5 the State's average group size in waiverable centers for each of the 

*Tolicwing age categories: • 

Age Scheduled Enrollment , ' Attendance 

Under; 2 year olds * 

2 year olds 0 , * 

. »3 to 6 year olds % \ , 

6 to 10 year olds . » 

; 10 to, 14 year olds 



G. Staffing . (Tallies 7a and/or 8a) 



Source of Information 



7 



For the questions in this section please respond using the following staff /child ratio guidelines: 
Age of Child - Staffing Ratio/Scheduled Enrollment + Staffing Ratio/Attendance 

Birth to 2 year * 1*3 . - J „ 1:3 



2 years 

3 to 6 years 
6 to 10 years 
10 to i4 years 



4 

9 

16- 
20 



1:4 
1:8 
1:14 
1:18 
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(Note: Waiverable means a center with not more than 20 percent or 10 (whichever is lcwer) HI IS funded children. \ 

tm i 

1. For children^ under 2 years old : • • . Source of I nformation . 



s 



a. What percentage' of non-waj-verable centers^ have deficit hours (i.e. have' more 
children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines) ? * & 



ERLC 



b * ^f^ e of non^alverabie centers have surplus hours (i.e. have ~ ° f InfonnaUon . 

less children per caregiver than the cited guidelines) ? ' ^ ', 

c What number of additional PIE caregivers in* non-waiverable centers would 
the State need to satisfy the cited guidelines? ' ' X 

d. What percentage of waiverable centers have deficit hours (iVe. have more 
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? j . 7 



e. 



!S?^!f CentaSR of waiverable centers have surplus hours (i'.e. have less 
children per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? iess 



f. What number of additional PIE caregivers in waiverable centers would fch* - 
State. need ta N sa>isfy the cited guidelines? centers wou ld the; 

2 - POr children 2 years and older : . ' , ^ ^ 

* 3 * ^ Percentage of non-waiverable centers have def iciiT hours ■ (i.e. have more 
■ f children per caregiver than the above listed guidelines)? • 

"> h ; ^\/ ero ^ ta ' 3e °f non-^aiverable centers have surplus hours (i.e, have 'less 
children P*r. caregiver /than the cited guidelines)? ' ^ Xess 



c What number of additional PIE caregivers in.non-waiverable centers would the 
State need to satisfy the cited .guidelines? WOUld toe 

d * Sj?JU Per °^5 fire ° f ,* raiverkble centfThave deficit^hours (i.e. have more 
children pe^careglver than the cited guidelines) ? % . / _ 

?' -^Sf 8 "* 896 of , ^verable centers have surplus hours (i.e. have less : • 

>V children ^per caregiver than the cited guidelines)? 

f . What number of additional FIE caregivers in waiverable centers would the State 

- need to satisfy the. cited guidelines? ' J_ fc 

3 * ^categSiesT' 3 ^ * ^^erable centers for the following 

Under 2 years' ' Sc heduled ' , Attendance 

_ 2 years * " ■ — 

3 to 6 years . j , 4 - — 

6 to 10 years x ' , • * • 

r 10 to 14 yoars . 




< * 



4; What is the -State's* average >ctual' ratio in waiverable centers- fop the follwing 



iSource of Information 



age categories 



Age 

Under 2^years • 
2 year ol 



.Scheduled Enrollment 



Attendance 




3 to 6 year olds 
6 jto 10 year olds v 
lCTto 14 year o^ds * - 



V.' Suirmary of Current Title XX Funded Day Care Provider Practices/ Homes 



The following' questions are designed to proviSe a summary of current Title XX funded day care -heme provider 
practices. Please indicate the sooxoe of information for ay responses. Noted in parerrthesis follj** ^ 

stion is the nuntoer of the i tan in the family day care provider survey which could provide the n^ded information 
rt is not already available to you. 



i 

A. Training /T 

' 0 i, what percentage -of home caregivers have taken in £he pa£t year any courses, 
seminars or i^-sesvice training ^elated to child care?, (7) 



Source of Information 



T 



B. Nutrition ' * 

1. What percentage of homes provide each of the following meals; (11) 

a. breakfast „ • 

b. Snacks t * , 

c. lunch * - - 



C. Health and Safety 



2L0 



1. What peryenta^e^f^on^ children to havei (8) 



a. a health assessment ' 

b. age appropriate iitinuaj-^ations 



V 



'■J 



D. Parent Involvement 



1. What percentage of hemes regularly offer parents opportunities to deserve 
their children and talk about theit children's needs* (10) . 



K 



v 



o 
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2. Group ronrosltion 
> 1. What percentage of hemes have: (13/ ^4) 



Source of information 



a. 1 child 

b. 2-3 children 

c. 4-5 children ^ 

d. 6 children 

e. 7-12 children 



-V 



I- 



2 * ZJIS^SS f^l^^ 6 children, what percentage have norejhan 



3. 

4. 
J 
5. 



2££ S??* 3 ^,? ^ ^ 8ervJ ^ only, children under'2. years old have 
more than 3 children attending at any one time? (12,13) 

^adSw ° f ^ PrOVlde after - 3ch0Ql «» children who attend 'full 

In J^ 03e c bave f 8er ving children who attend full day^hooi, what is the averaae 
number- of such children served? , ' average 



F. status , 
1. WhaV 



percentage of homes are: (16) 



a. independent 

b. -part of a family day care home system 
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iING FRAME FOR 
ER SURVEYS 




Tables 1 and 2 identify the size of the survey sample recommended for selection — 
Table 1 for centers and -table 2 for homes. These tables reflect miniinurn numbers 
needed^ in order to project findings to the Stat^ level with reasonable confidence! 
They are bised upon the size of the population of . centers and hcffles in the State 
and an anticipated high level of apc^racy (+.075 for centers, +.10 for homes) 
when making these projections. # - ( 

The sample sizes reflect completed interviews with eligible centers and hemes and 
not the number of telephone palls to be made. Some facilities may refuse to be 
surveyed or may not be eligible for the survey. In order to assure that informa- 
tion for the necessary number of facilities are us^d to prepare a States report, 
States should initially identify a larger number of facilities to call than 
indicated by each' of the tables. A rule of thumb to follow for centers is to 
select a number approximately 30% greater than depicted in Table 1; while for homes 
select a number approximately twice the Table 2 indicated size. 

* ' / 

Once the number to be called is identified, the ne*t stap is to, randomly select 

j + { \» 

those respective facilities from a population list of Title XX centers ^and a- 
population list of Title XX homes. These procedures are outlined below: , " . 
f l\ First, * identify trie number of calls to be made; e.g. in a State • 
whose Title XX* population of centers is 193 , the minimum number of 
completes .center interviews from Table 1 would be 94; 'adding 
30% (or 28) ,to that figure, results in a total of 122 calls to be made. 
2. 'Next, identify the selection ratio to be used for chosing 122 
centers from the center population list. In this example the 



selection ratio is approximately 12:19 (i.e* 12 centers from 
'each 19 on the list would-be chosen) . 

Finally, choose the actual centers to be called. Any of several 

acceptable methods could be used to assure randomness in the 

selection process — one is to skip the first 7 center^ and choose 

the next 12, repeating the process for all 193 tenters on £ the 

list until 122 centers are chosen; another would be to choose 

* 

every other center until 7 of 14 are chosen and then choose the 

next 5, again repeating this* process until 122 centers are Chosen. 
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Code Numbers t "~ 

A code number should be. assigned to each chosen center and home. Code numbers 
are used for compilation purposes only. Interviewers need to have these code 
numbers- so they^could- be recorded on each questionnaire face sheet. Code 
numbers consist of 5 digits. The first 2 digits identify the State (See*Table 
3 for State identifiers) . The remaining 3 digits identify the facility and ' • 
should be assigned to each chosen facility using a consecutive numbering 
system, as facilities appear on the list i.e. 001, 002, 003, 004, and so ' 
on. Use a separate consecutive numbering system for the center list and 
♦home list. . 
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TABLE I - 

DAY CARE CENTER SAMPLING .FRAME 

. ' . . . " \ / 

Population Sample 1 Size San^le Size Sample Size 

^(Total.No. of - (Minimum No. of ' (Minimum No. of . (Minimum. No. of 

Title XX Centers ) Completed Interviews)* Title XX Centers) Completed Interviews)* 

• ' f . ^ 

. Under 50 • , 90% 250 - .259 103 

50 - 54 . -41 s ' 260 -,269V 105 

55 --59 44 - ■ 270 - 279 N 107 

60 - 64 47 280 - 289 . 108 • 

65-69 50 290 - 299 . 109 

70-74 53 300 - 324. Ill 

75 - 79 55 325 - 349 114 

80 - 84 ' 57 350 - 374 117 m 

1 ^85 - 89* ' * '59 375 - 399 120 > 

90 - 94 ' ' 61 400 - 449 123 

95-99 ' 63 450 - 499 128 

900 - 109 * 66 500 - 599 132 

110 - H9 69 ' • 600 - 699 137 

120 - 129 ■' * 73 700 - 999 145 

130 - 134 , 77 1,000 a'ndfover 150 

140 - 149* ' 80 1 

150 - 15^ 83 

160 - 169 /- 86 # 

170 - 179 87' 

180 - 189 89 * '< 

190 - 19,9 9 4 

200 - 209 96 . 

210 -219 J7 

220.- 225 ?8 



230 - 239 



99 



240 - 249 100 
*Parts A^!dB 
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TABLE 2 

r* 

FAMILY DAY CARE HOME SAMPLING FRAME 



Population 
(Total No. of 
Title XX Homes ) 

Under 50 



51 
100 
20Q 
300 
400 



99 

199 

299 

399 

499 



500 -,599 



500 
■ 700 
800 
900 
1,000 
1,500 
2,000 
3,000 
4,000 



■ 699 
• 799 
.899 

■ 999 
1,499 

■ 1,999 
2,999. 
3,999 
4,999 



\ 



5^000 and above 



• Sample Size 
(Miaimun No. of 
Completed Interviews) 

' 80% 

42 
-59 

71 

Z5 

77 

79 

82 

86 
' 38 

89 

91 

92 

35 

97 

' 99 
100 



v. 
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TABLE 3 
ST^TE IDENTIFICATfOJ CODE 



POPE * STATE ft 

01 Connecticut^ 

02 Maine 
' 03 Massachusetts 

04 ' * New Hampshire 
05-/ . Rhode Island 

06 Venrbnt 

07 New York 

08 New Jersey 

09 Delaware 

10 Maryland 

11 Pennsylvania 

12 , Virginia 

13 West Virginia 

14 District of Columbia 

15 Alabana/v 

16 Florida f 

17 Georgia* , 




18 Kentucky 

19 * MississijSjSi 

20 North Carolina 

21 South Carolina 



'3> 



s - 22 v Tennessee 9 

23 - Illinois " - 

24 Indiana" 
25\ ' Michigan 

, Minnesota * <* 

27 Ohio ■ " ' - 

^2Q Wisconsin , 

' Arkansas 

■ 30 • Louisiana * ' " 

31 New Mexico 

v 32 Oklahoma 

33 Texas 

34 lam 

35 Kansas ^ 
" 36 Missouri 

37 Nebraska 

38 Colorado 

39 North Dakota 

40 South Dakota 

41 * Utah 

42 Wyoming 

43 Arizona 

44 California 

45 Hawaii ' . 

46 Nevada 

47 ** Idah? 

48 * 1 .Ore 

49 ^Washington 



IK 
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SAMPLE ADVAlicEto LETTER TO FAMI^* DAY V 
CARE ffOME BEFORE TELEPHONE SURVEY- *l 



Dear 



We have been asked, by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current 
practices ,in Title XX funded day care programs. As you knew, Congress has 
delayed the new Title XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July 1, 1981, 
Before Congress decides whether these regulations will go into effect on 
that date, they want to learn a great deal more about what is going on in 
each ; State. We feel this is a worthwhile effort ancT are cooperating with them. 

Interviewing family day earphone providers like yourself, is one of the 
b^st ways to obtain this information. We will be calling a random sample 
of day care providers throughout the State in ,the next -few weeks to learn 
more about their family day care hone operation. 

Your participation in this survey would be completely voluntary and your 

refusal to participate or hgw you" answer any of the 4 questions, would you 

j 

decide, to participate, will not feet your eligibility for present or 
future Title XX funding. 

I should add that all home-identifying information "bollected by this survey 
will be treated as confidential. None of the information collected will in 
any way be used to determine whether a heme is complying with specific State 
or Federal standards . Data will be compiled be^ed on tfie totalled responses 
of all hemes surveyed in ( State ) and will not reveal ttfe identities of the' 
individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed homes. 

We are looking forward to speaking with you. 
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INSTRUCTIC^S TO FAMILY DAY CARE HOME INTERVIEWERS . ' * 

I. Introduction to Survey 

Each state has been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of 
its Titl^XX day care practices. As parj of this assessment, a sample of day 
care centers and family day care hemes are being interviewed by telephone in 
, the next few weeks to learn* more about their day care practices. This information, 
along with state agency information, will be carpi led into a state report and 
sent to the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) in Washington, D.C. 
The DHHS will then prepare a sunnary report of all state reports and deliver 
that summary to Congress by June 1, 1981. 

The procedures contained in this package are instructions for interviewers who 
will be surveying family day care hemes using the Family Day Care Home Telephone 
Survey. The heme questionnaire contains, questions covering eligibility, child 
enrollment patterns, health and safety and nutrition practices. . 

II. General Administration Information 

• What information and documents will you need for conducting each interview? 

- The name and telephone number of the family day cafe heme, the day care 
heme^providers name, if available and each heme's 5 digit ID number. 
(Obtain these code numbers from the State Assessment Coordinator.) > 

» # Who should be interviewed at the heme? 

- The survey is to be conducted with the provider only/ 
$ » When should the^ survey be conducted? 

- Make telephone calls on weekdays between the hours of 9 a.m. and 4 p.m. 
Children generally arrive before 9 a.m. and depart' after 4 p.m. These / 
times would not be appropriate for conducting a survey.^ t < 

* m What should I do if I'm requested to call back? ( 

- There miefht be any number of situations arising which will require you 
to call back .at some other time: e.g. the provider may not be at home 
when' you call or may be involved in seme other activity. m Siirply, schedules 

* x a convenient call-back time and make a note of this on the "Call Record" 
- sheet which is located on the face of Jthe questionnaire. 
& The bottom of the "Call Record" sheet must also be completed to reflect 
the final status of the interview. 
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Hew many attempts should I make to reach the provider? 

- Do not make more than 3 attempts. 
What is thJ fihrst thing I say when I call? 

- Read the introductory statement. It is particularly important in the 
beginning, that you appear relaxed and confident. Rehearsing and becoming 
familiar with this statement will be a definite advantage to the successful 

. conduct of the interview. e Because of its length, familiarization with the 

contents "of the statement i£ even more significant if the provider' had not ^\ 
received (or read) the advanced letter describing the survey. Record 
qheck marks the appropriate places on the statement before 

beginning the interview (or before terminating the interview, if .the 4 
provider does not want to participate) • f 
Hew do I record responses? 

- There ^re basically three, different types of response formats. Yes or 

no responses; requests for a specific number (f) ; anjl a choi^of one of * 
* several alternatives. The following are illustrations of each type: j 
(1) Do you ... ? f * 



S 



□ 



YES 


1 


NO 


2 



If £he response is Ves — record a "1" in the response box above, >f the 
response is' no — record a "2". 
{2y\ What is the number of children . v ? 



If the respondent- says 3' children, record' as [ 0 1 3 j . There must be an entry 



in each box, with a zero (0) recorded in the first box* if the response 
is one digit less than the numb^ of response boxes available. 
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(3) WHich one of the following is . . • ? 4 



3 days 1 
v 4 days 2 

5 days 3 \ 

6 days 4 

If the response is 4 days j- record a "2" in the response box above; 
if 'the response is 6 days — record a "4", ana so on. 

What if the respondent does not knew the answer to a question? " 

Questions where this would occur have a special "don't know" code number, 
Sin£>l^ record that number in the response box. If tiiere are "don't knew" 
answers to questions which don't have a special code number appearing, record 
* the following in the response box — an 8 for . one box response; a 9/8 for two 
t box responses;' and a 9/9/8 for three box responses. 
• Why do numbers appear above, inside or next to these response box£s? ^ * 

- This questionnaire has been formatted for both^raachine ' analysis and hand 
analysis. These numbers are simply card Column identifiers for the key 
punch operator. , ' 

III. - Specific Questions 

Questions #1-3 are designed to screen out facilities that are not eligible to 
participate in this 'assessment survey. If the provider answers "no" or "don't 
know" to either questions #1, 2 or 3, terminate the interview by reading the 
statement on the bottom of the page. Next, record the appropriate code on the 
- record sheet. V^^^^ 
#3 Obtain the name of the appropriate Title XX agency from the State Assessment^ 

Coordinator, before the interview. 
#4* We are only interested in school age children. 
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STATE TITLE XX DAY' CARE ASS^STO* 
FAMILY DAY CARE HOME TELEPHONE SURVEY 



j Submitted to OMB - Approval Pending 

■assRT" 



t 



'Name of State , 



- Name of Interviev/er 



Home ID § 



CALL RECORD 



CARD 1 



(1-5) 



Start CD 1 
ID #(1-5) 



RESULT OF ATTEMPT 



4J 

a 

E 
4J 


a 
to 

Q 


No 

Answer 
<* 


Provider 
Away 
From- 
Home 


f 

Date & Time 
of Requested 
Call -Back 


Provider 
Requested 
Call -Back 


Date & Time 
of Requested 
Call -Back 


Provider 
Refused 


Provider 

Completed 

Interview 


2oircnents 


t 

1 




















'2* 










( - 




/ 


V 




3 \ 


















< 



FINAL STATUS 



</ 



Final Status: 



Completed 
Refused ' 

Did not 
Terminated/ pass screening 

Never Contacted 

Wrong Number" f 

Home No Longer Operating 



t i 

t 
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FAMILY DAY CARE HOME TELEPHONE SURVEY 



Introduction 

Hello, is this Ms. (Mr/) (Provider) \ 1 _ : ? My name 

is ' j with the State Title XX Program, 

in / (City) , . Did you receive the -letter in 

the mail- about the statewide Title XX day care survey we are conducting for 
Congress? * 

Yes (If Yes) would you be willing to participate in this interview?. 

Yes ' 

No \ , ' 

Ho :(IF NO tj READ THE FOLLOWING.) - ^ 

We've been asked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of current practices 
in Title XX funded day care. programs. As you' know, Congress has delayed the new 
^"itle XX^ Federal Day- Care Regulations until July 1, 1981. Before Congress decides 
whether -these regulations will go into effect on that date, they want to learn a 
great deal more about what is going on in each State. We feel this^is a worthwhile 
effort and are cooperating with them. 

Interviewing d?y care* providers, like yourself, is one of the best ways to. obtain 
this information. We are calling a random sample of day care providers throughout 
tlpe State to learn more about their operation. 

Your"' participation in this survey is completely voluntary and your refusal to 
participate^ how you answer an£ of the qestions, should you decide to participate, 
will not affect your eligibility for present or future Title XX funding. 4 



\ 
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I should^add that all home-identifying information collected by this survey will > 

be treated as confidential, Non£ of the infonpation collected will in any way be 

"used to determine whether a family day care hojne is complying with specific 

State, or federal standards. Data will be completed based on the totalled responses 

* of all homes 'surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the 

** *■ • . * 

identities or the individual questionnaire responses of the .surveyed centers', 

"* SI 

& 

\ 

Would you be willing to participate in this telephone su>*ey? 
Yes J 

No * 



4 
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1. Do you provide day care services at this location? 



Yes 


1 • 


•No 


2 



2. Is your home registered, certified or licensed to serve less than 13 children? 



6 



A. 



1 


Yes 


1 


No 


2 


Don't Know 


"8 



3 J^° you currently .receive in come from a "Title XX Agency"?- (INSERT NAME OF STATE 
^ TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER LO^AL TITLE XX AGENCY) 

1 





Yes 


1 


i 

No 


2 


Don't Know 


8 



> : : S < 

IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANYONE OF THE ABOVE OUESTIONS SAY: 
"I have no more questions to ask you. I appreciate your help very much. 




How many children in full day school, do you usually care for in the afternoon?* 

Jo/// 



Children 



How many children enrolled have^their tuitidn^r 'fees paid by the Title XX 
Agency? 



Children 



Don't Know 98 



Do you have one of , the following child development credentials? (READ LIST 
IF YES, SKIP TO QUESTION 8) « 

* 

, . A. A, in nursing or education 

. . Bachelor or graduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood' 

education, chilcf development, elementary education Qr home economics 
. . Montessori teaching credential 
7 • . CDA Certification 

. , States Early Childhood Education teaching certificate t . iV 



\ 



Have you taken in the past year any courses, seminars or in-service 
training related to child-care? 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 


IS 








Yes 


1 


No ' 


2 
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Do you, require children to have a: 

"J ' 

Health/ Assessment? 
Age-Appropriate Immunization? 
Da you maintain health records for enrolled children? 



Yes 


No 


1 


2 


1 


2 



n 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 



Do you regularly offer parents opportunities to observe their children and 
t talk about their children 1 s needs? 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 



Which of, the following meals and snacks do you regularly provide children 
at your home: ■ (READ ONE AT A TIME) 1 , 



Breakfast? 
Morning Snack 
Lunch? 
T^ftetyioon Snack? 



Yes 


No 






1. 


2 






1 , 


2 






'1 


2r 


V _ 




1 


2 







-6- 

}2m What was the largest number of children, including your own , at your home 
yesterday morning between 9 and 12 a .In. (or Friday morning. If purvey is 
conducted on Monday)? 



Children 

13. How many of these children, ' including your own , were: (READ ONE AT A TIME) 



v 

Under 2 years old? 

2-6 years old and not 
yet in full day school? 
-\ » 
14. How many of these children, not including your own , were 6 years or older? 



Children 



\ 



15. Was there another caregiver in the home with you yesterday morning between 
9:00 and 12:00 noon? 

* % 



34- 



! 

* * * 

16. .'Is your home independent or part, of a family day care home system? 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 



33 



Independent? 
System? 



en 



SAY: "This is the end of the interview and I appreciate your help ve>W much." 
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SAMPLE ADVANCED LETTER TO CENTER BEFORE 
TELEPHONE SURVEY 

Dear (Director) ! 

We have been asked by Congress to dbndupt-a systematic assessment of current 
practices in .Title XX funded day care programs. As you know, Congress has 
delayed the new Title XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July i, 1981. 
.Before Congress decides whether these regulations will go into effect on 
that date, they want to learn a great deal more about what 'is going on in . 
each State. We feel this is a worthwhile effprt and^are cooperat^f with them. 
Interviewing day care directors, like yourself, is one of the b^^ys to 
obtain this information. We will be calling a ra/dom sampl^S^care ' 
directors throughout the State in the next few weeks. to learn more about * 
their center's operation. • 

Your participation in this survey will be completely voluntary and your 
refusal to participate or- how you answer any of the, questions, should you 
decide to participate, will not affect your eligibility for present or 
future Title XX funding. 

I should add that all center-identifying information collected by this 
survey will be treated as confidential. None of the information collected 
will in any way be used t o determine whether a center is complying with 
specific State or federah standards . Data will be compiled based on the totalled 
responses of all centers surveyed in (State) and will not reveal the identities 
or the individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed centers '■ 
Should you participate in the survey' there will be some information needed 
which you might not have available at your fingertips. This information 
relates to your daily child and staffing rosters. 
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1. We will be asking one set of questions which address the number and 

age distributions (under 2 yrs^ 2 yrs. , 3-6 yrs., 6-10 yrs. , 10-14 yrs.) 
of children "scheduled" for each of your groups during a given mornings 
planned group activity' period. (Numbers reflecting "attendance" patterns 
rather than "schedules" will be requested if your Title XX reimbursement 
rate is currently based on the number of children in "attendance" only.) 

We are defining a group for this survey as, "a cluster-of children 
assigned to one or more caregivers. It is possible for more than one 
group to occupy, a 'single rocm provided that each has its own clearly defined 
space with its own principally responsible caregiver." - 

2. We also wljtl be asking a related set of questions for the center and not 
the group ^level. Ihese deal with; 

o the total number (across groups) of cJjiMren "scheduled"; 
o the total number of child hours "scheduled"; 

o the total number of paid caregiver and volunteer hours (including 

substitutes) "scheduled" to work directly with these children on a / 
specific day. (Again, "attendance] numbers and hours will be asked 

• if your Title XX reimbursement rate -is based on the number of children , 

*in "attendance" only.) I . . * 

i . 

Center level ifif donation on numbers jand hours of children and direct care- 
giver hours will be requested for each of the above age categories. We 
recognize that caregivers might be assigned to groups comprising mixed age 
categories of children and that calculating these caregiver hours at the center 
£ level for each of these age categories would be difficult. However, since this 

is only a survey we would like your rough estimates of this distribution. 

* 

All other questions are fairly routine and should require no advance preparation 
on your part. Thank you for your cooperation. Wfe* look forward to speaking with * 
you. j 
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, * INSTRUCTIONS TO CENTER PAY CARE INTERVIEWERS 

I.' Introduction to Survey • • ^ 

Each state h5j| been &ked by Congress to conduct a systematic assessment of its 
Title-XX day care practices. • As part of this assessment, a sample of 'day care 
centers and family day care homes are being interviewed by telephone in the 
next few weeks 'to 'learn more about their day care practices. This information, 
• along with state agency information, will be compiled into a state report and ' 
sent to the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) in Washington, D.C. 

- ^ DHH ? win then prepare a sunmary report of all state reports and deliver 
that summary to Congress by June 1, 1981. * ♦ 

The procedures contained in. this package are instructions for interviewers who 
will be surveying day care centers using the Day Care Center Director' Telephone 
Survey. The center questionnaire contains 6 parts: * • * 

Part_A: ^ is a sequence of 4 eligibility questions "to identify those centers 

% eligible to participate in this survey. [ * ^ 

Part B; 1 is a series of questions primarily covering child and caregiver 

characteristics and <*ttly staffing ^ pa tterris^ , ^ * 
Parts C f b, Ey & F: cover clusters of questions relating respectively, °to 
caregivers training 'practices, health^ajjjf safety practices ^^social 
/ / service practices and parent involverSEttractices . 




' Some s£tes will only administer Parts A and fi. bthers-will administer combinations 
¥*° f the, other parts as well. You will need to know which parts of the 

questionnaire ygur state has selected- for this survey. ONLY ASK- QUESTIONS 

CONTAINED IN THOSE PARTS. * . * * 

* t> 

II • General Administration information 1 v- 
° information an$ documents will you need for conducting each interview? 

• - The. name and telephone number of the day. care center, ; the day. care ' — 
center difc^ctors nale^ if available and each center's 5 digit ID number. % 
• 1 ^ {Obtain these code numbers f rem -the State Assessment Coordinator.) 
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If 

Who should be interviewed at the center? * 

- The survey is to be conducted with the director of the center. However/ 
if you discover that -the director is unavailable .for a week or more, 
the assistant director or head teacher (whichever is acting for the 
director) would be an appropriate substitute. , ^ 

o When should* the survey be conducted? . ~ * 

* - Make telephone calls on weekdays between the hours of 9a. ft. and 4p.m. 

Children and staff generally arrive before 9a.m. and* depart after 4p.m. 

These* times would not be appropriate for conducting a survey 
♦ What should I do if I'm "requested to call Isack? " f y 

- There might be any number of situations arising which will require you 

to call back at seme other tiiife': e.g. the director maj^not be, at the center 
when you call or may be involved* in sane other activity. Simply, 
schedule a convenient call-back time and make a note of this on the "Call 
ft <^Record ,f sheet which is located on the face of the questionnaire. 

The bottom of the "Call Record" sheet must also be completed to reflect the 
.final status' of the interview. , ' 

o How many attempts shoulcTl make to reach the director? v 

- in Vast instances, one attempt will be sufficient. However, do not make 
more than 3 attempts. ^ \ 

o What do I cto if the director does not want to participate? 

- Politely thank her for her tims and record the appropriate code on the 
questionnaire record sheet. ' . 

o What is the first thing I say when I call? * . . 9 

- Read the, introductory statement.. It is particularly important in the 
beginning, that you appear relaxed and confident. Rehearsing and becoming 
, familiar .with this statement will be a definite advantage to the successful 
conduct of the" interview. Because of its length, familiarization with the 
contents of the* statement is ^ even more significant ,if the director had 
not received (or read) the advanced letter describing the survey. Record 
check marks ( / 1 ^n. the appropriate places on the statement before 
beginning the interview (or before terminating the interview, if the 
director does not want to participate) . • 

, • \ 

v 
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'Hew do I record responses? 
- There are .basically three different types of response formats. Yes or 
# no responses; requests for 3 specific number (s) ; and a choice of o one of 
several alternatives. Th6 following are illustrations of each type: 
(1) Do you ... ? 



0 




YES 


1 






NO 


2 



If the response is yes — srecord a "1" in the response box abgve, if the 
response is Ina — record a . 



(2) What is the number of 'children •.. ? 



If the respondent says 13 3 children, record as . 



— bne digit 



per box. If the respondent says 3 3 children, record as 



There 



must be an entry in each box, with a zero (0) recorded in the first box, it 
the response is one digit less than the number of response boxes available. 

(3) Which one of the following is ... ? 



If the response is 4 days 
if the response is 6 days - 





3 days 


1 


4 days 


2 


5 days 


3 


6 days •■ 


4 



record a "2" in the response box above) 
- record a ,f 4 M , and so oft. ' 
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. Op What if the respondent does not knew the answer to a question? 

4 -\ Questions where this wquld occur have a special "don't knew" code numbetf. 

Simply record that number in the response box. If there are "don 1 t knew" 

answers to questions which don't have a special code number appearing, 

* record the follcwing ii? the response box — an 8 for one box response; 

a 9/8 for two bok responses; and a $79/8' for ^ three box responses. 

o -Why do numbers appear above, inside or next to these response boxes? 

- This questionnaire has been formatted* for both machine analysis and hand 
/ > / 

analysis. These numbers are simply card column identifiers for the key 

punch operator. 
III. Specific Questions 



Part A: 'Eligibility 

Questions #1-4 are designed to screen out facilities that are not eligible + * 
to participate in' this assessment survey. 

#1 If the respondent says "no" - that day care services are provided 
at seme other focation, ask for the directors name, address and 
telephone number of that other location. (Record this information 
on the interviewer record sheet.) 
#3 - Obtain the name, of the 'appropriate Title XX Agency from the State Assessment , 

# Coordinator before the interview and record this on each questionnaire. 
>Di£ferer£ agencies might be appropriate for different centers depenc^ng 

* upon theix geographic location in the state/ 

If the ^fespondeht angers Vrto" or "don't know" to either #1, 2, 3 or 4, terminate 
the interview by reading the statement at the bottom 9f the page. Next, record 
the apgrbj&itfba code* on the record sheet. 

Part B: Enrollment and Staffing 



Ldreji 



#8 If the respondent' does not knew the exact number of children whose 

tuition is' paid by the Title XX agency, ask for ari approximate number. 
#10t If , the respondent says that there &re different rates depending on 
whether agency pays the totdl cost of tuition dr only ^paxt of the 
tuition , say: ^e are interested in the former situation, i.e. in those 



#12 



cases where the total cost is paid. 
Seme times the scheduled enrollment on a given day is less than the total 
enrollment because not all children attend the center 5 days a week.^, 

* i. • • 
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#13 She numbef of children absent is calculated ^y subtracting the actual 

* attendance number (question' 12) from the scheduled attendance number 

- (question 11) . Calculate the percent after the interview, by dividing the 
attendance number by the scheduled number. . * 
#14* - If the respondent does^not knew or does not understand the question, say:' 

* "Reiitfcursei^nt on the basis of children scheduled for attendance means 
that payment is made even for children absent. Reimbursement on the basis 
of children actually in attendance means reimbursement is not provided for * 
children who are absent." This is very iinportant question. Be sure that the ' 
respondent completely understands it before you record the response. 

#15, After you read the definition of a "group", determine whether the 

respondent m unders tands the definition before asking question 15. It is 
important that the respondent completely understands the liefinition before 
the question is asked. * 

Centers generally carry out different activities with children ^t different 
times of the day. For your reference, .the following is a schedule of 
activities typical of most centers: 



7:00 a.m. - 


*9:00 a.m. 


•Arrival time (free play, breakfast) 




9:00 a.m. - 


11:30 a.m. 


Planned group activities (learning 
activities; storytime, singing) 




11:30 a.m. - 


12:30 p.m. * * 


Lunch 1 




12:30 p.m. - 


2:30 pirn. 


Nap Time r 




,2:3Q p.m. - 


4:00 p.m. 


Free play (outdoor activities, indoor activities) 


4:00 p.m. - 


6:00 p.nw 


Departure time (free play) 





• e In this question we are only interested in the number of groupings during 
th* morning planned group activity period (usually 9 - .11:30 a.m.) 

16 and 17. Since the group size requirement differs depending on whether 

a center is reimbursed or not for child absences by the Title XX agency, 
ask questions 16 and 17, only if the answer to question 14 was "scheduled 
for attendance". If the answer to question 14 was "actually in attendance", 

\! ask questions 18 and 19 only. 

* » 
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If the survey is conducted on. a Monday, "yesterday" would refer to l 'Friday" . 
Use Friday instead of yesterday, if appropriate ^ 

When asking this question identify ^ily those age categories revealed by 
question 7 to be relevant for this center. In other words, if the response 
to question 7 revealed that only 2 year olds and 3-6 year olds are enrolled 
in the center, only ask this question for those two age categoriJ^. DO NOT 

SAKE ANY ENTRIES IN THE BOXES FOR THE OTHER AGE CATEGORIES. 

* * 

staff in a center aye made up of different people who perfonff 
different functions. Most are caregivers (or teachers) who work directly 
with children fh classrooms (these caregivers are usually paid for their 
work but in sot>|., centers, volunteers are also used) . Other staff consist 
of cooks, drivers, social wor^rs^-adtdiiistrators, clerks, etc. 
#23 - 28 The same discussion on relevant ^ge 'categories for questions 16 and 

17 also applies to these questions. ( 
#29 The time when thg Child ^actually had this health assessment or these 

irrrnunizations is not relevant jEor this Question. Centers, may have these 
requirements prior to enrollment or soon after enrollment. 





( 
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Submitted to 0MB - Approval Pending' 



Name of State 



STATE TITLE XX DAY CARE ASSESSMENT 
DAY CARE CENTER DIRECTOR TELEPHONE SURVEY 



CARD, 1 



Name of Interviewer 



j Center ID*# 



Start 

ID #C 


CD 1 
-5) 













CALL RECORD 



RESULT^OF ATTEST 



4-> 
C_ 

E 

< 


I 

1 

a 
c 


No ^ 
. Answer 


Director 
Away 
From 
Center 


Date 2 Time 
of Rgcuested 
C#lT-3ack 


-Director 
Jtequfcsted 
Call -Back 


Date & Time 
of Requested 
Call -Back 


Director 
Refused 


Director 
Completed - 
Interview 


Comments 


1 








0* 












i 










** 










3 






*» > 















FINAL STATUS 




COMPLETED \ . ' [Tj 

REFUSED * . C3 

TERMINATED/PART A ONLY 
NEVER CONTACTED 

JfftONG NUMBER ' R1 

CENTER NO" LONGER OPERATING , □3 
1 * - 





Yes 


Ncty 




Completed Part B. 




2 


□ • 


. Completed Part C 




2. 


O 


Completed Part D. 




2 




Completed Part E 




2 


□ 


Completed Part F 




2 


a 
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DAY- CARE CENTER TELEPHONE SURVEY 

Introduction 

Hello, is this the ' \ Day Care Center? 

My name is with the State Title XX Program, 

in (City) / 



Hay I speak to Ms. (Mr.) (Director) please? 

'Hello, Ms* (Mr.) i my name is 



^ with the State Title XX Program, in (City) . Did 

you receive the letter in the mail about the statewide Title XX^Jay care survey 
we are, conducting f<Jr Congress? 

Yes (IF YES) would you be.tfilling to .participate ? % ^ 

. " Yes (START THE INTERVIEW) 

No ' ' ' 

No . ■_ (IF NO, READ THE FALLOWING) 

We've been asked by Congress to conduct a systematjc assessment of current practice 
in Title XX funded day care programs. As yo# know, Congress has delayed the- new 
Title XX Federal Day Care Regulations until July 1, 1981. Before Congress decides 
whether these regulations wil-1 go into effect on that date,. they v/ant tolearo a 
great deal more about what is "going on in each S^ate. We feel this is a worthwhile 
effort* and are cooperating with them. • 

Interviewing "day care directors,, like yourself, is one of the best ways to* obtain 
this information. We are calling a random sample of day cane directors throughout 

the State to learn more about their center's operation. ^ v 

\ ^ < 




Your participation in this survey is completely voluntar^==aftd-^eur refusal to 
participate or how .you answer any of the questions, should you decide to fiartici pe: 
will notja^ect your eligibility for presenter future Title XX funding. 

© • . 190 
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I should add that all center-Identifying Information collected by this survey 
w1U be/treated as confidential, Norte of the Information collected will 1n any 
way be used to determine whether a center 1s complying with specific State or 
federal standards. Data will be completed based on the totalled responses of 

all centers- surveyed In (State) and will not reveal the identities 

or the Individual questionnaire responses of the surveyed centers. 

Would you be willing to participate in this telephone survey? 

Yes 

No 

IF THE RESPONDENT IS WILLING TO PARTICIPATE IN THrSURVEY, FIRST DETERMINE 
ELIGIBILITY* BY ASKING QUESTIONS 1-4 ON PART A. IF ELIGIBLE SAY: 

In the letter that was sent out we identified two % sets of information- we 

would be asking which miglft require some advance preparation. Let me 

now describe this Information to you." * ✓ 

One set of questions address the number and age distribution ,(i/nder 

11 

• 2 Yrs> 2 yrs, 3-6 yrs, 6-10 yrs. 10-V4 yrs) of children "scheduled"* 
for each of your groups during a given mornings planned group activity 
period, (Number^ reflecting* "attendance" patterns rather than / 

• , "schedules" will be requested if your Title XX reimbursement rate is 

currently based on the number of children in "attendance" only.) ye 
- are defining a group for this survey as,, "a cluster of children 
assigned to one or more caregivers. It is possible for more than 
one group to occupy a single room provided that each has its own 
* # clearly defined space with its-own principally responsible caregiver." 
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* • 

< . r ; • 

- Another 1st a related s*t of questions for the center and not the group 

level. These deal j*ith «<a) the total number (across groups) of 
; children "scheduled"; (b) the total number of chttd hours "scheduled"; 

and (c) the total number of paid caregiver and volunteer hours (Including 
. substitutes) "scheduled to work directly with these children on a 

specific .day. (Again, "attendance" nurrtbers and hours will be asked if . 

your Title XX reimbursement rate is based on the number of children io 

"attendance" only;) 

* 

AFTER READING "THIS DESCRIPTION, ASK: 

"Is, this 1nfonnat1on readily available to you now or would you prefer 
that I call back." . { 

Available Now START THE INTERVIEW. 

' Call back * ' RECORD ON THE COVER PAGE 1 J - 



\ 



\ 
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PART A: ELIGIBILITY 



1.* Do you provide day care services at this location? 



Does your center have the capacity for at least 13 children? 
. (PROBE: Is your licensed capacity at least 13 children?) 



Yes 


• 

•1 


No 


2 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 



■3. Do you currently receive income from a Title XX Aqency ? — ( I NS ERT 4IAME OF STATE 
TITLE XX AGENCY OR APPROPRIATE OTHER LOCAL TITLE XX AGENCY) . 




4. Do you provide day care services less than 14 tiotifs a day? 



."1 



, Yes 


• 1 


No 


2 




/ 




10 






, . . . < 


•> 


Yes 


T 


No 


2 



IF THE RESPONDENT ANSWERED "No" TO ANY ONE OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS SAY: 
"I have no more questions to as* you. I appreciate your help'very much 
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PART B: ENROLLMENT AND STAFFING 



What is your centers current license* capacity in numbers of children? 



n/ 1 l/ii 



Capacity- 



Don't Know 



998 



Approximately how many children are currently enrolled at your center? 



y/ts/tk 



# of Children 
Enrolled 



How many of these enrolled children are currently: (READ ONE AT A TIME) 



0 *% 



Under 2 years old? 



2 years old? . . 
3-6 years old? 



6-10 years old? . 
10 - 14 years old? 



aht. 



242 



194 



How many children enrolled atfyour center have their tuition or fees paid 
either totally or partially by the Title XX Agency? - 



y/**/y 



Title XX paid 



DO NOT ASK 



Percent 



Of those children whose fees are paid totally by the Title XX Agency, 
what is the daily amount paid per full-time child? 



per-child daily amount 



- Don 1 1 Know 9998 



How many children, enrolled at your center, have their "total" tuit/fon or fees 
paid by their parents? - y 



Parent fees 



Dpn't Know 



998 
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11. Earlier you said that (SEE Q.6) children are currently enrolled at your 
center. How many were scheduled to attend the center yesterday? 



Don't Know 



998 



' 12. How many-children actually attended the center yesterday? 



Don't & 30w 

— 



998 



# Scheduled 



-L 



% Attended^/ 



13. (ESTIMATE THE NUMBER OF CHILDREN ABSENT YESTERDAY AND ASK:) By my calculations 

children- were absent yesterday; how many children are typically absent 

' on a given day? 



Don't Know 98 



# Absent 



DO NOT ASK 



% Absent 



14. Are you now reimbursed from, your State Title XX Agency on the number of 
children "scheduled for attendance" or the "number of children" actually 
in attendance"? (RECORD ONLY ONE RESPONSE ) ^ 



Scheduled for attendence? 
Actually in' attendance? . 



Don't Know 



•v 

'196, 



244-, 




Jhe followin</s?t of questionsMs about groupings of "children" and staff scheduling, 
which was discussed in the advanced, letter. If you»have yesterday's chi?d and staflfing 
roster, rt would be helpful to get it- to |ssisi ^ou. • 

Before I ask you the next qiigstions dealing specif icallyewith groupings of children,,. 
I would like to read the definition of a group that we are using for this survey. We 
are defining a group as: ♦ * 

"A cluster of children assigned to one or. more caregivers. It is- possible 
\ for more ? than one group to occbpy-iTl ingle room provided that each has its 
> "own .clearly defined space with its own principally responsible caregiver. " 

(PROBE: W6uld^you like me to repeat. this definition?) 

15.' Using "the definition I just read: how'many different groups of children did 
you have in your center yesterday during the morrnng planned group activity 
period? 



M 4 



0 • 




# groups 



\ 



o«5? 



.6 \ 



to, 



r 



4 * 
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ASK ONLY Q.16 A?JD 17, IF- THE ANSWER TO Q.14 WAS. "SCHEDULED FOR ATTENDANCE"* 
ASK'ONL'^Q.15 n,-iD 19, IF THE ANSWER TO Q'.U WAS "ACTUALLY IN ATTENDANCE". 



"I would like you'.zo continue to focus only on yesterday mornings' planned group 
activity period. Starting with the group containing the youngest children: 

' V6, '-Haw many children were' 17. Hdw many children scheduled for that group 

scheduled for that group? were the following ages: (ASK ONLY FOR THOSE 

AGES RlVEALED BY QUESTION' 7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR* 
^ THIS CENTER.) 




(REPEAT BOTH QUESTIONS/JFOR EACH GROUP) 



Number 
of 

' Groups . . Children 


,17 


ps 


2 




M , " 


3 


?»' 


."1 


4 • 


[*» 


Hi 


5 , 




H 


* 6 




ft 


7 




T 


8 


* ■ 




9 




i) 


10 







;)u P .(i-5) 



Under 
2 yrs. 


2 yrs. 1-6 yrs. 


6-10 yrs'. 


10-14 yrs. ( 




l«5 . 






w 




:^ 






i 


W 


>'» 


W 




T.I 


?'i 


7*1 


?»> 






M * 


W 


W 


w ! 


(<0J 






w 




7J5 1 


(<> 


»" 4 ! 








:*« 






?*> 




to 


* 


?D • 










w 


;*} 


. j 




pi * 1 


N 


Sri 


w 




< 


}*J ■ 




I 

1 


«i 






^ | 




l"J j 

1 




pf— 




hi j 

1 




H | 










M 


(73) 




?'> 




'" 1 


w 




H 




If* 


w 


(0 






W 






M 








* * 



DO NOT ASK ' 



4ft 



Total 





„» 

Totals 


'31/73/, 




f7/3*/tt it/w/¥z W/vvA** 


















i 


i 
















I 



END CD 1 78/7-9/80-001 
| END CD 2 78/79/80-002 



SKIP TO QUESTION 20 



would like you to continue to focus only on yesterday mornings planned, group 
activity period.,. Starting with the. group containing the youngest chjldren: 

18. How many children were in 19. How many children i"rT>He£da'nce for that group 
attendance for that group? ' were the, following ages: (ASK ONLY FOR THOSE 

AGES REVEALED BY QUESTION 7 TO BE RELEVANT FOR 
THIS CENTER.) 



(REPEAT BOTH QUESTIONS TOR EACH GROUP) 



Number 
of ■ 

Groups Children 


* 

Start CD 4 
Dup.Cl-5) 

Start CD 5 
Dup.(l~5) 


Under 
2 yrs*. 


* i 
2 yrs. ' 


3-6 yrs. | 


H 1 

5-10 yrs. '! 


10-14 yrs. 


1 * 


,«<» 




M 


lUD J 


[m 


"'• 1 












2 


PS 








M 


W.. 




Urt . | 






1 * 


3 


?4 


H 


EST" 


" ' 
















w 


4 


/•I 


\iA 










in) | 


Ut\ 


i»i j 






5 


>t) 


tul 












t* 


W j 




M. 


6 


?4 




W " 


r, i 




[311 






wl 




y«\ 




7 


f& 


M 


[vtJ 


L v<iJ 1 






/a) 


.«» 






ffi) 




8 




r» 




fr<> ' j 


p| ' 






(K> 




I") 


(,<.« 


■»> 


9 




t>4 




Ml 








l«' 


Lu 




i«i 


0 — 


10 




M 




[ 




l»f* j 


.*» 




l't) 


w , 


M 

< 


La.il 



00 NOT ASK 



Total 



END CD 3 78/79/80-003 
END CD A 78/79/80-004 



Totals 

3 ; . 



247 

199 



A 
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20. ^hat is the totJl number of paid* staff in your center paid either by the center 
or by an outside agency? - 



DcVt Know i 98 



# Paid Staff 



21. Of this number, how many primarily Wor Indirectly with children in groups? 



J 



Don't Know 



98 



# Work with 1 



children 



22. How many volunteers do you have who-'-work directly with children 10 or more 
hours per week? 



Don't Know 



98 



r Volunteers 



9 
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ASK ONLY 0.23,24 AND 25 IF ANSWER TO Q. 14 HAS SCHEDULED 
ASK.OMLY Q. 26,27 AND 28 IF ANSHFR TO Q. 14' WAS ACTUALLY 



FOR ATTENDANCE. 
Ill ATTENDANCE. 



"Would you now go through yesterday's scheduled child and staffing roster and give me the following information": y 

25 



23. The total number of children 
."scheduled for attendance" 
' yesterday who were: under 2 
yrs. old (RECORD); 2 vrs. 
old (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. old 
„ (RECORD); 6-10 yrs. old 

(RECORD); 10-14 yrs. old (RECORD)? 



24. Now tell me the total number * 
of child hours "scheduled" 
yes-terday for children who 
" were: under 2 yrs. (RECORD) 
2 yrs. (RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RtCORC): 
6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs/ 
(RECORD)? 



(ASK ONLY FOR THEOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 TO 
BE RELEVANT FOR THIS CENTER) 



What were the total number of 
both paid caregiver and volunteer 
hours that were "scheduled" 
yesterday to work directly with 
children under 2 years of age 
(RECORD). 

Next, tell me thfi total number of 
both paid caregiver and volunteer 
hours that were "scheduled" 
yesterday to work directly with 
children 2 yrs. and older? 
(RECORD IN LAST-ROW) 
Finally, distribute the caregiver* 
hours, as best you can, by the 
fallowing age categories: 2 yrs. 
(RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD); . 
6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs. 
(RECORD)? 



o 
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feND CD 5 
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SKIP TO QUESTION 29 



ERIC 



Age of Child 


No. o 
Sched 


f Children 
ul'ed 




No. of Child 
Hours Scheduled 




No. of Caregiver 
Hours Scheduled 


Under 2 yrs 


** 












« 


til 




2 yrs 


& 




JTl ' 


• 

• ■ 


pi 












m — 


3-6 yrs 






Ml 


vn 


M> 








?<) - 


»«• 


. 6-10'yrs 


7$> 






?? 


!» 


7*1 


Start CD 6 

flucdrS) 




M 




10-14- ^ 


it* 


W 






4»» 


»*> 


\ 


i/n 












• S : 7 

2 yrs. and older 
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'Would you now go through yesterday's attendance 'child and staffing roster and give me the following information": 



2£ 



i 



The total number of children 
"in attendance 1 * yesterday who 
were: under 2 yrs. old 



(RECORD); 
(RECORD); 
(RECORD); 
(RECORD)? 

(RECORD)? 



£ yrs. old 
3-6 yrs. old . 
6-10 yrs. old 
10-14 yrs. old 



27. Now te^Troe tfcfe^total number 
of chPi Id "attendance" hours 
yesterday for children who ■ 
were: under 2 yrs. (RECORDf 
2 yrs. (RECORD) ; 3-6-^rs. 
(REO)RD);.6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 
10-T4 yrs. (RECORD)? 



(ASK ONLY FOR THOSE AGES INDICATED BY QUESTION 7 
'BE RELEVANT FOR.THIS CENTER 



TO 



28. What were. the total number of 
both paid caregiver and , volunteer 
hours that were "Tn attendance" 
yesterday working directly with 
children under 2 years of age 
(RECORD. 

Next, tell me the total number of 
both paid caregiver and volunteer 
hours that were "in attendance" 
.yesterday workinq directly wfth 
^children 2 yrs. and older? 
(RECORD IN LAST ROW) 
Finally, distribute the caregiver 
p hours, as best you can, by the 
following age categories: 2 yrs. 
(RECORD); 3-6 yrs. (RECORD); 
6-10 yrs. (RECORD); 10-14 yrs. 
(RECORD)? 



Age of Child 


No. of CI* 
lj\ Attenc 


lildren 
ance 


Under 2 yrs 






. 2 yrs ' 






M 


3-6 yrs 






pi 


6-10 yrs 






u 


10-14 yrs 






7* 
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No. of Child 
Attendance Hours 










ft 












L«i 











2 yrs. and older 



No. of Caregiver 
Attendance Hours 



5^r 



63" 



w 
w 
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29» Do you require children to have had: (READ ONE AT A TIME), 



A Health Assessment? 

Age-Appropriate 
Immunizations? 



Yes 


No 




1 






u 


2 




1 . 


2 




1 



30. Which of the following meals and snacks are regularly provided to children 
at your center? (READ ONE AT A TIME) 









Yes 


No 






* 

* 


Breakfast? * 


1 


2 




n 






Morning Snaefk? 


1 


2 


* u 




J 




Lunch? 


1 


2 


ii 


f 


\ 




Afternoon Snack? 


1 


2 


n 





/SrL^ur ?tT'?t5V OU pay ' t0 each of your blowing classroom staff: start CD 7 
(READ ONE AT A TIME) - Du'p.(l-5-) ' 

Le#d teachers? $ 



per hour 



Teachers? $ 
Teachers-aides? I 



per hour 
per hour 



32 ' (REC0RD T 0NLY OnTrIspONSeT publ ^* no . n "P rof1t or P^'vaie non-profit? 



\ 



Profit 
Public Non-profit " 
•Private Non-Prof1t 
' Don't Know 



IF NOHiORE PARTS TO THIS SURVEY' WILL BE ADMINISTERED, SAY: "This Is the end of Hi* 
interview, I appreciate your help very roucn." 



END CD 6 
79/80 -06 
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PART C: TRAINING 



"The next group cff questions I woyld like to ask you relate, to the training of your 
caregivers," 

1. Do jtou provide orfentation*on*specific center practices and procedures to all 
newly hired caregivers who wdrk directly with children? 



Yes 


1 


"No 


-2 



How much time do you, on the average, spend orienting each of these caregivers? 
(DO NOT READ LIST. RECORD CLOSEST RESPONSE) 



it 



? 



) 



Less than 1 hour 

1-3 hours 

3-5 hours 

5-10 hours 

10-20 hours 

20 or more hours 

Don't Know 



JL 



Approximately how many of your paid and volunteer caregivers who work directly 
with children have at least one of the following credentials? (READ LIST) 

. . A. A. in nursing or education 

\ . Bachelor or graduate degree in infant psychology, early childhood 
* education, chiTd development, elementary education or home economics 

% . Montessori teaching credential ' 

t . . Child Development Associate (CDA) certification - • 

. . States Early Childhood Education teaching certificate 



Don't Know 



98 



DO NOT ASK' 



PERCENT 



h/tf 



Credential led 
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, Of the caregivers who do not have one of the afcove credentials, approximately 
how many have in the past year taken courses, seminars^ or specialized", 
in-service training related to child care? 



Don't Know 



'98 



DO NOT ASK 



RERCENT 



Credentialled 
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N PART Df HEALTH AND SAFETY 



"The next groyp of questions relate to. health and safety practices at your center." 
1. fib you maintain health records for enrolled children? 



Ves 


1 


•No* 


2 



2. Does your center have written plans for responding to illnesses^and emergencies? 



Yes 


1 


No 


2 



3. Does your center provide information to parents as^needed concerning child neaUn 
services available in the cornnuni-ty? 



17 



.'Yes 


1 


No 


2 



4.^ Does, your center as$ist parents in_qbtain-ing healtfc serviGis? 



of 



- Yes 


1 


No. 


2 



5. Has your center received ^information and assistance from the State Title XX 
agency about the availability of child health services in the community during 
the past year? ^ " 



LJ 
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Yes 


1 


No 


.2 
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PART E: .SOCIAL SERVICES. 



"The next group of question's relate to social services practices at your center. 
1. Do you provide any of the following services: (READ ONE AT A TIME) * .. 



Information and Referral for Parents? - 

t 

Actively assisting parents iA obtaining 

needed services? 
Follow-up to see that parents received 

social services? 



Yes 


No 




1 


2 




1 


2 


31 


- .1 


2 


n 



2. Has your center received information and assistance from the State Title XX 
Agency regarding the availability of social services during the past year? 



33 



• Yes 


1 


* No 


2 



o 

ERIC 



S?7 



INSTRUWJONS FOR COMPILING GROUP SJZE. 
AND STAFFING INFORMATION 



I. Group Size (Centef Survey Instrument:* Questions 16-17 or 18-19) * 4 ^ 

Tables 1 and- 2 should be usfed for compiling information at the center level — 
fable l for-centers reimbursed on a "scheduled enrollment" basis (see Question 
14) arid Table 2 for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" basis.' One table 
(either Table 1 or 2) should be prepared for each center surveyed.. Tables 
3, 3a, 4 and 4a should be used for profiling the group size practices of all 
centers in the State -- Table 3 and 3a for centers reimbursed' on a "scheduled 
enrolment" basis and Tables 4 and 4a for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" ' 
basis. 

*. 

Table 1 - Center Group Size Compilation sheet (Scheduled Enroliirent) 
' U aiter the centers ID number. Example: -15001" is recorded in the illustration. 
' The first 2 digits is the State code (Alabama) and the .last 3 digits is the 
center code. 

2. Columns A - Ft Record all* information from the completed questionnaire 
(Questions 16 and 17) . 

Column G: Record the guide line/maximum number of children appropriate for 
each group. If all children scheduled foj? a particular group comprise a 
single age category .(e^g. groups 2 and, 3 in the illustration table), simply 
record the appropriatemaximum group size numbers % using the following guidelines: 



Age of child 

Under 2 years ^V. . ^ / 

2 years I , 

3 to 6 years , ^ 4_\ 

6 to 10 years 

10 to 14 years 



Maximum 
group, size 
(Scheduled 
Enrollment) 

6 

12 

. 18 
16 
20 



9 

ERIC 



209 



258 



^7 



-2- 



If, however, a group is conprised of children which* cover more than one age 
.category (e.g. groups 1 and 4), use the following mixed-age rule for recording 

0 . 



the appropriate maximum number to be recorded for that group: 



"For mixed a£e groups, a day care' center shail meet the group size 
requirements for the age^of the youngest* child in the group, if, 
— children in the youngest age category make up 20% or more of the 
group. If children in the youngest age categoi^make up less than 
20% of the group,, the group^size requirement for the" next highest 
age category must be met." 

In the illustration table, the recorded number in Column G for group 1 was 12. 
Since the youngest children in group 1 (2 year olcfeT made up more than 20% o^^ 
that group, the guideline's for the 2 year old group were used as the determining 
age category. The recorded number in CaS^to G for group 4 was 16. Since the 
* youngest* children in group 4 (6-10* year oldST\maide up more than 20% of that, 
group, t^ie guidelines for the 6-10 year old qrwp were used as the determining 
age category. 

NOTE: For ^each group, mark an identifying asterisk (*) in the detemining age 
category box for later computation ease. Also, transfer into that box the 
total number o£ children scheduled '(from Column F) $nd place parenthesis around 
that number as shown in the illustration. Check to see that only 1 box. for each 
group has a number in parenthesis. " 

4. Columns H and I: Place a check ) in Column H for each group where the > 

total number of children spheduled in Column F is the same or smaller than 
the "guidelines /maximum" group size number in CQlumn G. Place ,a check In 
Column I for each group where the number-in Column F is larger than the 
number in Ceftumn G. ^ 

5. Total Number of Groups At/Above Guidelines (Row XX) : Simply add Jhe cheq£ 
^marks in Column H. ^ ' 

6. Total Number of Groups Below Guidelines (Row XX) : Simply add the check 
marks in Column I, - 
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3« Average Group Size (Row Z) : v These numbers are obtained separately for each' 
age category appropriate to a center.' To calculate^average group 'size 
numbers: (a) first, record theitotal number of determining age groups (row X) 
for each age category (i.e. addTthe. numbers" of /asterisk boxes in each age 
column) ; (b) next, record the total number, of children (row Y) associated " 
wi£ti these determining age groups (i.e. add all the numbersjin parenthesis ' 
for e^h age column}; (c) finally, divide row:.Y by row X to obtain the average * 
group s$|fc for each age category. ' " - 



8; Waiverable/Non-waiverab le Centers: Identify whether the center is waiverable 
or non-waiverable. _ A waiverable center is one in which not more than 20% of 
the children enrolled or 10 children .(whichever is less) have Title XX 
funding (see Question 8) . 

Table 2 -"Center Group Siz^ Compilation Sheet (Attendance) 

Follow the same instructions described for Table 1 above (using information from 
' Questions 18 and 19) , with one exception. For Column G record the appropriate 
maximum group size numbers. using the following guidelines: 

Maximum " 

Age of child group si2e 

(Attendance) 

Under 2 years . « \ ^ 5 

Si' 

2 years . , . rt 7 - 12 

3 to 6 years - 2g 

6 to 10 years • # " 14 

10 to 14 years . , , , , lg 

Table 3 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment) 
Center suimary information few XX and row Z) from Table 1 should be recorded in 
the appropriate columns on Table 3 (see illustration^ for center #15001) . Use as 
many Table 3 profile sheets as needed* to record all the "scheduled enrollment" 
centers ^ surveyed \n the state. Finally, record and ccnpile information separately 
. for waiverable and non-waiverable centers. 
1. Enter the states t name. 

Subtotal. Number of Gro ups (Rcw X|: For each Table 3 profile sheet, add the * '* 
figures in Column A and Ccfrumr\ B* separately. \. 1 



ERLC . . 



, -4- > 

3. Subtotal Number -of Centers (Row Y) : Only the subtotal number of centers 
that are below the guide fines (Column B^should be recorded. For each 
Table 3 profile sheet, simply add the number of centers in Column B that 
do not have zero (0) entries 

4. Subtotal Group Size Sum v (Row Z) : For each Table 3 profile sheet, add the 
average group, size figures in Column C separately for each age category. 

Table 3a - State Group Size Sunmary Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment) 

For each column listed in this table, record the information fron the appropriate 

column in Table 3. . fc ' 

1. Column A (Ifrtal Groups, Below Guidelines) : Add the row X subtotals fron each 
Table. 3 profile sheet for Column B and* record. . Next, divide that number by 
the total number of groups for all centers surveyed in the state and record. 
The total number of groups- is obtained by adding the CoJlumn R and Column B 
subtotals. In the Table/ 3a illustraticyi, 14 groups were belaw the guidelines, 
while a total oi 63 groups were surveyed in the state (14 be lav plus, 49 above) 

if - 22% • * ' 

2. Column B (Ifrtal Centers Below Guidelines) ; Add the. row Y subtotals from each 
Table 3 profile sheet for Column B and record. Next, divide that number by 
the total, number of centers surveyed in the state and record. In the Table 3a 
illustration, 5 centers were be lew the guidelines, while a total of 10 centers 

were surveyed in the state: 5 _ 

10- ~ * 

3. Column C (Average Group Size) ; For each age category in Column C, add the row 
Z subtotals from each Table 3 profile sheet to obtain the total group size 
sums. Next, divide that? number for each age category by the total .number of 
centers that have groups of that age (i.e. centers that have entries for 
those age groups) , to 'obtain the average group size for each age category. 

In the Table 3a illustration, the subtotal group "size for 10-14 year olds 
was 60, with only 3 centers having groups of ^hat age category: 60_ _ 2 o 

Table 4 - State Group Size Profile Sheet (Attendance ) 

Record information from Table 2. Follow all instructions described for Table 2y 

Table 4a jt State Group Size Sunroary Sheet (Attendance ) & , 

Record information from Table 4. Fallow all instructions described for Ta£le*3a.. 
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II. Staffing (Center Survey Instrument: Questions 23-25 or 26-28) 

Tables 5 and 6 should be used for compiling information at the center level — 
Table 5 for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled. enrollment" basis (see Question 
14 and Tab}.e 6 for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" basis. One table 
(either 5 or 6) should be prepared for each center surveyed. Tables 7, 7a, 8, 
and 8a should be used for profiling and summarizing staffing practices of all 
centers in the state - Tables 7 and 7a for centers reimbursed on a "scheduled 
enrollment" basis and Tables 8 and 8a for centers reimbursed on an "attendance" 
basis. • » 

Table 5 - Center Staff ing Compilation Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment) 

1. -Enter the center's ID number. 

2. Columns A, B and E: 'Record all information from the completed questionaire 
(Questions 23 - 25) . 

3. Column C: The guidelines/staff-child ratios are already recorded. 

4. Column D: Calculate the caregiver hours required by dividing the number of 

. child hours scheduled (Column B) by the guidelines/ratio number,' for each age 
category (Column C) . Next, round-off fractional numbers using &ie following 
rule: round-up to the next whole number for the under 2 year age category; 
^ round-off to the nearest whole number for all other age categories. 

5. - Columns F and G: Record separately for the under 2 year age category and the 

2 year and older age category. If the actual caregiver hours scheduled 
(Column E) exceeds the caregiver hours required (Column* D) , record the 
difference in Column F as "surplus hours" (also record a 0-in Column G) . 
If this resuftant number is lower, record the difference in Column G as 
"deficit hours" (also record a 0 in Column F) . If Column D and Column E are 
the same, record a 0 i\n both Columns F and'G. If there were no children under 
2, record a (-) in both Columns F and G. 

6. Column H: Calculate these actual ratios by dividing the 'number of child , 

, hours scheduled (Column B) by 'the actual' caregiver hours scheduled (Column E) 
for each age category. 
fable 6 - Center Staffing Compilation Sheet (Attendance) 

Follow the same instructions 'for completing Table 5 above using' information frcr 
Questions 26 - 28. • - ^ 
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Table 7 - State Staffing Profile Sheet (Scheduled Enrollment) 

Record center surmary information frcm Table 5 in the appropriate columns * • 

(Columns A, B, and C) on' Table**.. (See illustration for center #15001.) Use 

as many Table 7 profile sheets as heeded to record all the "scheduled enrol Indent" 

centers surveyed in the State. Record the subtotals for each sheet used. 

Finally, record and carpi le information separately for waiverable and non-waiverable 

centers . 

^ * ■ 

1. Enter the state's name. 

2. Subtotal Number of Centers (Rcw X) t For each Table 7 profile sheet, add the 
number of centers with surplus hours and the centers -with deficit hours, 
separately for the under 2 year (Column A) and the 2 year and older (Column 
B). age categories, and record in rcw X. A -center is counted as having 
surplus hours, if there is a numerical entry in the surplus hours box ahd~a 
zero (0) entry in the deficit houfs box. The reverse is true for counting 

a center as "having deficit hours. 

3. Subtotal Number of Caregiver Hours (Rcw Y) : For each Table 1 profile sheet, 
add the actual number of surplus caregiver hours and the ac$?ml\r™i^pf 
deficit caregiver hours, separately for- each of the two age categories/ 'and 
record in rcw Y. 

4. Subtotal Actual Ratio Sums (Row Z) : For each Table 7 profile sheet, add the 

individual actual ratios for each age category in Column C and record in 

rcw Z. * 

. ■ \ 
Table 7a - State Staffing Surrmary Sheet (Scheduled' Enrollment ) 

For each column in this table, record fran the corresponding columns in Table 7. 

1. Enter the states name."^ 1 - 

2. Total Number of Centers (Row X) : Add the corresponding subtotals frcm each 
Table 7 profile sheet for Columns A and B and record in rcw X. "Above Guidelines' 

relates to centers with surplus hours; "Below Guidelines" relates to centers with 

J - 

deficit hours; "At Guidelines" relates to the remaining centers having 
neither surplus nor deficit hours — zero (0) entries in both boxes. 

3. Percent, of Centers (Row Y) : Divide each of the rcw X figures by the .total 
number of centers surveyed in the State that had numerical entries for that 
age category. 
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4 « Total Number of Caregiver Hours (Row Z) ; Add the corresponding subtotals 
from each TaJble 7 profile sheet for Columns A and B and £eco^d in rev Z — 
calculations or entry is needed for the "At Guideline" subcolumns*. 

5. . Total Sampled FTE Caregivers (Rcw XX) ; Divide the total number of caregivers 
hours (row Z) recorded in each of Columns A and B by 8 caregiver hours, to 
obtain the Full Time Equivalent (PTE) caregiver staff for the sampled, centers 
in the state, that are above and/or belcw the guidelines, 

6. Total State PTE Caregivers (Row YY) ; Divide each PTE figure in row XX by 
the percentage of Title XX centers sampled in the state to obtain the total 
PTE caregiver staff for that state.' For example, if the state's sample size 
was 35%, then the total state figure for Column A (Above Guidelines) is 

•^l! = 28.6 FTE |taff . This figure would represent the number of FTE 

caregivers in the state that exceed the ratio guidelines for the under 2 year 
old children. 

7. Average Actual Ratios (Rcw ZZZ) : Add the corresponding actual ratio sum 

subtotals fran each Table 7 profile sheet to obtain total actual ratio sums 

and record in rcw ZZ . Next, divide these totals for each age category by 

the actual number of centers that had entries for that age category and 

record in row ZZZ: e.g. 107.5 = 15.4 for the 6-10 year olds. 

7 

Table 8 - State Staffing Profile Sheet (Attendance) 

Record information from Table 6. Follow all instructions described for Table 7. 
Table 8a - State Staffing Sumrary Sheet (Attendancep 

Record information from Table 8. Follow all instructions described for Table 7a. 

v 
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(^LLUST/tATjoA'J 

CENTER GROUP SIZE COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED "ENROLLMENT) 



GROUPS 


: : — : — i — i ■ ' r ■ 

Age of Children ^ 


Total 

MUIUUCL Ui 

Children 

wWllCUUlcU 


Guidelines/ 

n<a A. J.LUUL2 

Group Size 


1. 

/ AuOVc 

Guidelines 


</>, 

Below 

Cuidelines 
(Fr C) 


Under 2 yrs 


2 yrs 


3-6 yrs 


6-lOyrs 


10-14 yrs 


\ 






i *\ 
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/£ f^y 
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(X) No. of 

Determining 
N Age Groups^ 


0 
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/ 




1 


0 




(XX) Total 
No. of 
Groups 


X 




(Y) No. Children in 
Determining Age 
* Groups 


















(Z) Average Group 
Size 
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Waiverable 



(1) Obtained directly from Survey Questionaire (Questions 16-17) 

(2) Compiled from Survey Responses » 
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STATE GROUP SIZE PROFILE SHEET ( SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT) 



- 

Center 
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(B) 


(C) 




Groups 

At/Above 

Gdln* 


No. of 
Groups 
Below 
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Under 
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.JWC 
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• 


6-10 
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(X) Sub- 
total of 

(-roups 



(Y) Sub- 
total of. 
Centers 



(Z) Sub- 
total 
Group 
Size Sums 




(A) 



Center 



No. of, 
Groups* 
\t/Above 
Gdln, 



SSL 



No, of 
Groups 
Below 
Gdln. 



Waiverable Centers 

(C) 



Under 
2 yrs 



2 yrs 



Average Croup Size 



3-6 yrs 



6-10 
yrs 



10-14 yrs 
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STATE GROUP SIZE SUMMARY SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT) 
( 

* Nog-Waiverable Centers 



(A) 



(B) 



Total Groups 


Total Centers 
Below Guidelines 






Actual Grou 


p Size 


Belov < 


puideiines 


Under 2 yrs 


2 yrs 


3-6 yrs 


6-10 yrs 


10-14 yrs 


No. 


Percent 


No. 


Percent 


Total Group Size 
Sums 




in 








if 








Average Group 
Size 




in 








s 
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i 1 Waiverable Centers 

(A) (B) (C) 


Total Croups 
Below Guidelines 


Total Centers 

Below HiiidpHnPfl 




Total Group Size 
Sums 


Actual Group 


Size 


Under 2 yrs 


2 yrs 


3-6 yrs 


6-10 yrs 


10-14-yrs 


No. 
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No* 
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Average Group 
Size 
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TABLE 5 ( TLLUf~r/l/\Tj^l,) 



:^mpila: 



(a) 



CENTER STAFFING COMPILATION SHEET (SCHEDULED ENROLLMENT) 
(B) (C) ( D ) ( E ) 



Age of Child 

a 


Number of 

Children 

Scneauled 


Number of 
Child 
Hours 

Scheduled 


Guidelines/ 
Staff-Child 
Ratios 


Caregiver 

Hours 
Required 
(Round ed-off) 


Under 2 yrs 
i 


) r~ 




•J 

3 


zc 


2 yrs 






4 




3-6 yrs 


93 • 


93 7 


9 




6-10 yrs 


3% 




16 


n ■ " 


10-14 yrs 






20 




2 yrs and 
older 


1*7 
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